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SINOWATZ VISITS HUNGARY; MEETS COUNTERPART 





AU161216 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German 16 Nov 83 p 1 


[Text] Budapest -- The “red carpet was rolled out™ yesterday for Chancellor Fred 
Sinowatz on his arrival in Budapest. Sinowatz left by special train early yesterday 
afternoon from Vienna's Eastern Railroad Station for his first official trip abroad as 
Austrian Chancellor. He will stay in our Eastern neighbor until Thursday. 


The chancellor held his first talk late yesterday afternoon with his Hungarian counter- 
part Gyorgy Lazar. Afterwards, Lazar gave a dinner for his Austrian guest. 


The Austrian delegation includes Science Ministur Heinz Fischer; State Secretary Erich 
Schmidt; SPOe parliamentary floor leader Sepp Wille; Friedrich Bauer, head of the Foreign 
Ministry Political Section; Karl Kehrer, secretary general of the Chamber of Commerce; 
civil servants Hans Nigisch, Herbert Amry, and Hans Tusch; and Press Secretary Gerhard 
Zeiler. A Trade Ministry official, Enno Grossendorfer, is in charge of coordination 

with the large economic delegation accompanying the official delegation. 


More on Visit 
For Budapest domestic and other reportage of the visit by Austrian Chancellor Sinowatz 
to Hungary and his meeting with Hungarian Premier Lazar and party leader Kadar, see the 
Hungarian section of the 16 November Eastern Zurope DAILY REPORT and subsequent issues. 


INDIAN DEFENSE MINISTER VISITS; MEETS COUNTERPART 





AU161230 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German 16 Nov 83 p 2 


[Text] Indian Defense Minister |. Ramaswamy Venkataraman, guest of the Austrian Army 
from 12-15 November, had a final talk with Austrian Defense Minister Friedhelm 
Frischenschlager on the last day of his visit. On this occasion the ministers 
specifically discussed the possibility of an intensified exchange cf experiences in 
various types of training -- for example, alpine and helicopter -- as well as in the 
use of early warning systems. The Indian guest stressed the role of the nonaligned 
and neutral countries, and praised as exemplary Austria's policy of armed neutrality. 


"VIENNA DIALOGUE’ ON DISARMAMENT OPENS 14 NOV 





AU151500 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German 15 Nov 83 p 3 


[Text] The “Second Vienna Dialogue on Disarmament and Detente,"” in which prominent 
political figures, parliamentary deputies, journalists, and religious dignitaries from 
East and West are participating, began Monday at Vienna's Park Hotel. The conference 
is scheduled to last until Friday. Approximately 400 participants from 60-70 countries 
as well as international organizations will veideavor to preserve peace by seeking to 
bring about an understanding among all forces. 


At the first plenary session chaired by university professor Leo Gabriel (Austria) 
gteetings messages were read from Vienna Mayor Gratz and Reverend Jesse Jackson, who 
was prevented from personally attending by his candidacy for the Democratic nomination 
for next year's U.S. presidential elections. Afterwards, the meeting was addressed 
by Vice President Leon Roldos Aquilera (Ecuador), Romesh Chandra (India), PRAVDA 

chief editor V. Afanasyev (USSR), and Pirkko Tyolajarvi, first vice president of the 
Finnish Parliament. 


Ee a a 





VII. 17 Nov 83 E AUSTRIA 


hr 


On Wednesday, prominent conference participants, among them former Portuguese President 
Costa Gomes, will report on the work of the conference at 4 press conference. 


The “First Vienna Dialogue” -- on “Proposals for Averting the Danger of War from Europe” 
— was held in February 1943. 


Condemns Cruise Deployment 
AU161532 Vienna VOLKSSTIMME in German 16 Nov 43 p 2 


{Text] Vienna -- The most important event thus far at the Second Vienna Dialogue for 
Disarmament and Detente: Already more than 300 of the .00 participants from 60 countries 
have signed a resolution against the deployment of cruise missiles in Great Britain, 
which has now begun. The resolution states, among other things. that the decision to 
now deploy cruise missiles in Great Britain must be rescinded if the negotiations in 
Geneva are to have a future. 


The resolution concludes with a declaratioi: of solidarity with all peace activists who 
are now “standing in the foremost frontline.” It pays special tribute to the women 
protesting at the Greenham Common cruise missile base. 


FUKUDA ADDRESSES COUNCIL OF FORMER LEADERS 





0W161027 Tokyo KYODO in English 0618 GMT 16 Nov 43 


{Text] Vienna, Nov 16 KYODO -- Former Japanese Prime Minister Takeo Fukuda called on 
ex-heads of government of the East and West Wednesday to combat global recession and 
prevent the arms race. 


Fukuda spoke on the opening day of a three-day inaugural meeting of the Inter Action 
Council, known in Japan as an 08 (old boy) summit session. The council, linked with the 
United Nations, got underway at Hofburg Palace in Vienna on Wednesday morning (Wednesday 
afternoon Japan time). 


Delegates from 21 countri ws attended the meeting. Most of them were former heads of 
government in their respective countries. Among those who took part in the session were 
former U.N. Secretary General Kurt Waldheim, ex-French Prime Minister Jacques Chaban 
Delmas, former Australian Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser, and former Romanian Prime 
Minister Manea Manescu. 


Pukuda said world peace is confronting the worst crisis in postwar years, adding that 
former heads of government should bring togecher their wisdom to fight global recession 
and check the arms race. 


Former West German Chancellor Helmut Schmidt, former British Prime Minister James 
Callaghan, and former Senegalese President Leopold Sedar Senghor did not attend the 
meeting, but they earlier expressed their support for the purpose of the session and 
indicated they would uphold a statement to be adopted at the gathering here. 


The participants are scheduled to discuss such items as activating the world economy, 
North-South problems, promotion of arms reduction, and population and development. They 
are also expected to agree on holding a meeting once every year and establishment of the 
secretariat in Vienna. 


Pukuda originally proposed the holding of the meeting. Schmidt and Waldheim joined 
among those who made up the founders of the session. The United States, Soviet Union, 
and China stayed away from the meeting. 
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SPD PRESIDIUM DISCUSSES STAND ON U.S MISSILES 





LD161905 Hamburg DPA in German 1800 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] According to their chairman, Brandt, the Social Democrats continue to say “Yes” 
to the Bundeswehr, tothe Western Alliance and to Atlantic partnership. Brandt told the 
SPD's leading bodies in Bonn today that this basic direction still stands, but they 
also want to advance the policy of detente and replace confrontation with security 
partnership. 


The SPD Presidium and Executive discussed the motion which is to be the basis for a "No" 
to deployment of new U.S. nuclear missiles at the special party congress in Cologne at 
the weekend. The initiator of the NATO 2-track decision, former Federal Chancellor 
Helmut Schmidt, also took part in the Executive meeting. 


GDK AGREES TO IMPROVE INTRA-GERMAN COMMUNICATIONS 





LD161156 Hamburg DPA in German 0205 GMT 16 Now 83 


[Text] Bonn, 16 Nov (DPA) -- Bonn and East Berlin agreed on Tuesday to improve intra- 
German postal traffic. <A statement distributed on Tuesday by the Federal Postal 
Ministry says that the state secretary in the Federal Postal Ministry, Winfried Florian, 
and his GDR counterpart, Manfred Calov, successfully concluded the year-long intra- 
German postal negotiations with the signing of a correspondence. 


Among other things, it was agreed to reduce traveltimes for letters and parcels, ease 
import regulations, extend the direct dial telephone service in East Germany, set up 
additional telephone and telex lines, and lay a fiber-optic cable between the FRG and 
West Berlin through GDR territory. 


In addition, the Federal Post Office said the overall sum for increased services by the 
GDR postal administration in the mutual post and telecommunications traffic up to 1990 
was fixed at 200 million marks [not further specified] annually. This increases the 
length of the agreement from the previous 6 years to 8 years. A new agreement on this 
overall sum became necessary as the previous agreement had expired. From 1977-62 

this sum had comprised DUM65 million annually. 


The new overall sum takes account of the volume of traffic for this and the coming years, 
the generally increased costs in postal and telecommunications traffic, as well as 
planned improvements, it was said. The considerable sum in favor of the GDR postal 
administration is primarily due to East-West parcels and telecommunications traffic being 
considerably heavier. 


In signing the correspondence, the GDR has in turn agreed to a relaxation of the import 
restrictions on gift parcels and packages. Thus the currently existing restriction of 
12 gift parcels per year per recipient is being lifted and measures to ease the sending 
of medicines are being introduced. 


In addition, the GDR postal administration will permit the bezirk towns of Rostock, 
Schwerin, Karl-Marx-Stadt and Suhl, as well as 240 other local networks, to join the dire: 
dial telephone network from the FRG, thereby approximately 1,000 of the 1,400 local 
networks in the GDR can be reached by direct dial. In order to improve tel-phone 

traffic between the FRC and CDR, 96 additional telephone lines will be insta led at the 
start of 1984. The GDR postal administration will also establish four add ‘tional 


telex lines. 
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The COR also agreed to the construction of a fiber-optic cable for telecommunications 
traffic between the FRC and West Berlin. Details will be finalized by experts from the 
two postal administrations. 


BERLIN SENAT, GOR REICHSBAHN HOLD TALKS 





LD161501 Hamburg DPA in German 142? GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Excerpt] Berlin, 16 Now (DPA) -- At a talk between the Berlin Senat and the GDR 
Reichsbahn on the S-bahn in the western sector of the city, “specific steps in indi- 
vidual questions” were achieved on Wednesday in East Berlin. This was stated by the 
deputy Senat spokesman Joerg Henschel following the 3-hour talk. He said that at this 
third round of negotiations, it was agreed that a group of experts will soon start 
discussing further technical and organizational questions. 


DEMONSTRATORS BLOCK EUCOM ENTRANCE IN STUTTGART 





LD161122 Hamburg DPA in German 0946 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] Stuttgart, 16 Nov (DPA) -- This morning members of the peace movement blocked 
the entrance to the U.S. headquarters for Europe, Eucom, in Stuttgart. Organizers 
said there were 90 participants in the action; police said there were 40 to 50. 
Police said there were no incidents. No decision was taken during the morning on 
whether to clear the entrance to the barracks. 


The Baden-Wuerttemberg Green Party said on behalf of the demonstrators that the 
blockade was a signal “that the peace movement has not come to an end following the 
week of popular rallies, but that it is moving from protests into a phase of 
resistance.” 


SUSPECTED ELECTRONIC CARGO FOR USSR CONFISCATED 





LD160440 Stockholm Domestic Service in Swedish 2100 GMT 15 Nov 83 


[Text] Customs officials in Hamburg have confiscated electronic equipment aboard the 
Swedish freighter Elgaren on the orders of the West German public prosecutor. According 
to the police in Hamburg, parts of an advanced American computer, which can be used 

for military purposes or in nuclear power plants, were confiscated among other things. 
The computer and the electronic equipment are thought to have been intended for 
delivery to the USSR despite an American export ban. The owners of the Swedish ship, 
the Translantic Shipping Company, say they have no knowledge that the confiscated 

cargo was intended for the USSR. 


REPORTAGE ON LAMBSDORFF'S ACTIVITIES IN USSR 





For Soviet and DPA coverage of the activities of Economic Affairs Minister Otto Graf 
Lambsdorff in Moscow for a meeting of the Ge man-Soviet Economic Commission, see the 
West Europe section of the 16 November Soviet Union DAILY REPORT and subsequent issues. 
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COMMUNIQUE ON INDEPENDENCE OF NORTHERN CYPRUS 





AB170923 Paris Diplomatic Information Service in English 0914 GT 17 Now 43 
(Communique issued by French Govermment 16 Novenber] 


[Text] The French Govermment unreservedly denounces the proclamation by the suthorities 
of the northern zone of the Republic of Cyprus of a so-called “Republic of Northern 
Cyprus,” which constitutes a grave breach of the integrity, sovereignty, and unity 

of the Republic of Cyprus. It can on no account accept this “fait accompli” which is 
contrary to all the resolutions of the United Nations Security Council and General 
Assembly. 


MITTERRAND ON ARMS POLICY, OTHER TOPICS 
LD170107 Paris Television Service in French 19535 GMT 16 Nov 83 





{?"Hour of Truth” progr m wi'h President Francois Mitterrand answering viewers’ questions 
read by program host Faun de Virieu, radic journalist Alain Duhamel, Paris MATCH 
correspondent Marc Bilimann and television journalist Albert du Roy -- live] 


[Excerpts] [Duhamel] To begin, let us try to clarify, if we may, the question of 

Euromissiles and East-West relations. The first question asked by TV viewers is, of 

course, that given the stalemate in the current Geneva negotiations between the Americans 

and the Soviets, given the Soviet missiles that are already installed, and given the 
American missiles that are beginning to be fastalled, what are the risksof this crisis, how | 
far can it go, is there a risk of things getting out of hand? 


(Mitterrend] I would like to replyto™r deVirieu's introduction with just a brief word 
to say tha: I am fully aware of the position which I occupy, particularly this evening, 
of explaining serious issues to the French people. I, by virtue of the Constitution 
and by the vote of the French people, am the guarantor of national independence and 
territorial integrity, and I occupy the position of chief of the Armed Forces. I would 
add that since our strategy rests on deterrence, on possessing a nuclear force capable 
of preventing anyone from attacking us, a whole series of questions arises, as you have 
said, about what this force is. At the risk of getting lost in technical or mechanical 
explanations, let me clarify one thing immediately: the principal element in France 
in the strategy of deterrence is the head of state: it is me. Everything depends on 
my determination. Everything else remains in a state of inertia until a decision is 
made, a decision which consist of nothing more than assuring that this deterrent is not 
used. 


So let us come to your question now: The missiles. What are the missiles’? Missiles 
are quite obscure notions. I think that many French people have seen satellites 

and astronauts being launched, and they have seen the great puff of smoke at the 
bottom, then some flames, and then the rocket goes up into space. Well, that is ore 
or less what they are. Missiles are implements of war which launch themselves. They 
have one or several warheads, that is, several methods of bringing about explosions, 
and that wecali nuclear charges. And these charges go where shey have been aimed, 
for the targets are pre-selected. 
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Many sorts of missiles exist with nuclear charges. There are “tactical weapors,” which 
we shall pass over. These are lethal, but they do not go very far and they are a little 
outdated, even they are still used in overall strategies. Then -- and this is what our 
conversation is concerned with -- there are what are called “medium-range sissiles.” 

In terms of the debate in which we are currently engaged, this means sizply sissiles 
that do not cross the Atlantic. This is why the third category of missiles is called 
"intercontinental missiles,” which are basically “strategic” missiles. 0O.K. I'm 
simplifying things a little, perhaps, in the view of experts, but it is easier to 
understand like this. 


[Duhamel] What we are going to talk about is the medium-range missiles. these are the 
SS-20's, the U.S. Pershing II and the cruise missiles which are to be deployed in 
Europe. First question: There is a state of tension at the moment; there is a 
stalemate at the negotiations on these medium-range missiles, orwhat are called the 
Evromissiles; deployment of cruise missiles has just begun and that of the Pershing II's 
will soon begin; and then there are the Soviet missiles, the SS-20's, which are already 
deployed. So the first question which I think people are asking right now is: Does 
this tension risk developing in the coming weeks into a major international crisis? 
Then, if you like, when you have replied on this, we will talk about the questions 

that are being asked about the negotiations on the Euromissiles, which are very 
important, and then we will come to the French strike force. 


(Mitterrand) Then we will come back to an explanation of the forces that stand face 
to face and also, I hope, to the question that is essential for France: Will the French 
weapons be included in the negotiations? 


[Duhamel] Yes, absolutely. 


[Mitterrand] On the main question that you have just asked me, that has been asked by 
Mr (Arois), who is conveying a general opinion on the risks of war, I think that 

French public opinion has completely justified reasons for concern. Completely 
justified. Because after all, the crisis of Euromissiles is the most serious crisis 
that the world has known since the crises of Cuba and Berlin which, as you know, brought 
about the most difficult and dramatic moments of the post-war period in which we find 
ourselves. Nevetheless we gust not lose our calm, and French public opinion must 

also stay calm. We have not reached a crisis! Previous crises were surmounted and this 
one must be surmounted, too. Nevertheless, for this to happen a certain number of 
conditions must be established. Basically you know, Mr Duhamel, no one wants var, 
neither in the East nor in the West. But the question is whether the situation which is 
getting worse from one day to the next will go beyond the control of those who are 
responsible for making decisions. As for what these cunditions are, I do not propose 

to enumerate them, but I will say simply that as far as I am concerned, they proceed 
from one fundamental condition, namely, the balance of opposing forces in such a way that 
war does not break out. 


[Duhamel] Your fundamental position on this question is that of a balanced reduction 

of weapons. And the first question that the (?’statisticians) have in mind is whether 
today there is a balance of weapons. Your argument is that, as regards the intermediate 
missiles, as you explained a short while ago, for the moment there is no balance. This 
is a controversial point and I think it would be good if you were to explain your 
position here. 
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(Mitterrand) It is these missiles which are in question. That is essentially what is 
being talzed about at Geneva. It is over these missiles that either the United States 
or the Soviet Union is maxing proposals described as conciliation or compromise, or they 
address to each other, how shall I put it, [word indistinct] invitations that seem to 
say “dare to try it and you will see.” This is a dangerous gane. 


What I am asking for is a balance between forces -- a strategic blanace; that is to say, 
the missiles which cross the Atlantic from Russia toward America and from America toward 
Russia are balanced overall, for the simple reason that both countries have the means to 
destroy each other. So why did the Soviet Union decide as of 1977 to additionally 
install the S$S-20's? A quick description, if you do not mind, to make things clear. The 
SS-20's are missiles, as I said earlier, that have a long range, 4,500 kn, with a pre- 
cision of 300 meters. There are 369 of them, of which -- since there are some in Asia -- 
roughly 243-245 are in Europe. Since they do not cross the Atlantic they are targeted 
in West Europe. This is in addition to the strategic balance which, I repeat already 
exists. So why is it that the Soviet Union, already securing for itself superiority in 
the sphere of classical, conventional weapons in Europe, wants an indisputable regional 
superiority and wants to separate the United States [rom Western Europe in its defense 
responses. Well, let us ask the Soviets. I would say that is too such. 


I mounted the rostrum of the National Assembly when I was a member of the opposition to 
say — I think it was in 1980 -- no SS-20's and no Pershing II's, either. 1 would add 
that the 360 -- and for Europe, 243 -- $S-20's have three warheads. One therefore has 
to multiply by three to arrive at the firepower; that is to say, the number of nuclear 
charges. So naturally, in 1979 the other camp, that is the United States and NATO in 
its ‘ntegrated command — France is mot in it, it was a decision that taken without it, 
beyond it, and without consulting it, either. [sentence as heard] It was decided in 
1979 to install, in turn, 4 vears later, which is where we are now, missiles. Are the 
so-called Pershing il's and the cruise missiles comparable? 


Let us talk for the time being about the Pershing II"*s, which are more immediately con- 
parable to che SS-20's, because on the Soviet side there are cruise missiles, too. One 
says (750) cruise missiles, which, although lethal, is slower, it takes the SS-20's 15 
minutes to reach Europe, 4 target 1,900, 3,000 or 4,000 km away, and it takes less than 
10 minutes for the Pershing II, which I have not talked about yet, while the cruise 
missiles need several hours, and as you were saying, is (7a big plane), difficult to 
bring down because they fly low, difficult for aircraft to intercept. But this is very 
different; so to limit the conversation [words indistinct] let us talk about the Pershing 
II's and about the $5-20's. 


So now the Pershing II's. It was in 1979 that the decision was taken by NATO to nego- 
tiste. It was decided right away to proceed and if the negotiations were to succeed, 
one would not go ahead [with the installation of Pershing II's]. Hence the Geneva con- 
ference on Euromiesiles, that is on the so-called intermediate nuclear forces. And 
since that time the negotiations have got nowhere. 














VII. 17 Sow 83 84 Test 


What can the Pershing II"s do? The Pershing II's do not go as far as the SS-20's, 1 ox 
km. That is to say that the Pershing II's that are to be installed in Germany cannot 
reach Moscov. They could reach no gore than one-tenth of the targets, that is to say 
the Soviet nuclear weapons (?facilities). Sut they only have one warhead, too: so when 
one says there vill be 108 Pershings -- that is the figure envisaged in the decision we 
were talking about just a while ago -- 108, and 464 cruise missiles, when one save there 
will be 108 Pershing II's, that means 108; when one says 360 SS-20'« -- three tines as 
many -- then you have to do the gultiplication, and 243, I think, makes something like 
729. Sow, the Pershing ii is quicker -- you said just now it takes less than 19 cinutes 
to reach its target. But the target is not so far. The Pershing’s charge is less power- 
ful, but it is gore precise. It is more precise and it is quicker. As fur the other 
qualities, it is the $S-20 that has then. 


You were asking me why the Russians have engaged in this construction and deployment of 
intermediate missiles and I said that I think they are seeking an advantage in Europe, 
perhaps to separate Europe from the United States. And from the Germans -- since it was 
at the request of the Germans under Chancellor Schmidt that the integrated NATO decision 
was adopted, the two-track decision, as it is called, to rearm an¢ to negotiate at the 
same time — and that decision, which comes into effect as of '9#3 im England for the 
cruise missiles, in Germany for the Pershing II's and somewhat later for other cruise 
missiles, that decision means that the two great powers are confronted. 


[Duhamel] So there arises the other major question, which is the refusal to count in the 
negotiations the French nuclear force -- the British, too — but we are talking first 
and foremost about the French nuclear force here, obviously. 


{Mitterrand] But we are not at Geneva. We were not invited; we did not ask to be there. 
We have 4 situation where two countries, Russia and the United States, face to face, are 
going to take into account the veapons of a country like ours, which is absent from the 
talke and dispose of those weapons — and what are those weapons’ Thies is an essential 
point of our conversation and I would like to remain with it for 4 moment. 


France does not have intermediate forces. At the limit — I saw thie in your pictures 
just before speaking — at the limit there exist 1* missiles, those that are at Plateau 
d*Albion and which, on leaving French soil could reach the Soviet Union — since you are 
talking of the Soviet Union; we are not the enemies of the Soviet Union, we have no 
intention of sending missiles to the Soviet Union, but at any rate, for convenience of 
language, and it is in any case this way that the Soviets reason — so these 18 can go 
from one territory to the other. Fine. But the others’? These are submarines, these 
are nuclear submarines. We have five of these at present. And we have at our disposal 
80 charges which, together with 18, makes 98. The English have 64 of them. They are 
submarine-based. By that I mean that they can by gefinition, circulate anywhere below 
and above the water. They are, by the way, going to be developed to enable the Eng] ish 
to fire from a distance of 7,000 km. These are strategic forces which correspond 
exactl, to the definition that the Russians and the Americans heve decided between then- 
selves. By consequence of the Russians taking into account... 


[Duhamel], interrupting] For purposes of comparison, Mr Presicent, how many weapons do 
the two superpowers have?’ 
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[Mitterrand] I was just getting t’:re. The result of this Soviet request -- which I 
have retected -- is that if our underwater sissiles, which indeed are able to reach 
3,500 of 4,000 km at present, would be deducted, taken into account in the discussion 
om intermediate forces -- and they are not intermediate forces -- we would witness the 
strange sight of two foreign countries deciding on our weapons, our underwater weapons 
whereas they do not even discuss their own underwater veapons. American and Soviet 
submarines are not included in the discussion since they are strategic weapons, as are 
ours. The result of this is: What would be left of our 98 nuclear warheads if they 
were included in these particular negotiations and providing that they were frozen, as 
one says, “Mr De Virieu’ This is your question. Nothing for France, only its conven- 
tional army and various arms of quite another kind. What would be left for the United 
States’ About 9,000 nuclear warheads. What would be left for the Soviet Union” 

About 9,000 ouclear warheads. 


Thus the comparison between 9,900 on one side and 98 on the other? This implies the 
anewer: Before thinking about asking France to renounce its independent defense. and 
simply ite defense 2s such -- this is the core of our defense, this weapon, this is 
the security of ow. country -- the two great partners should think about considerably 
reducing their own arm. 


(Another volce, probably De Virieu) I would like to ask you two or three questions more 
to the point and very precise concerning the use of the French force, 2d after that to 
come back to what is needed to revive the negotiations and what could possibly be the 
French stance — I am speaking abowt the major negotiations taking place in Geneva. I 
think it is necessary to [word indistinct] for the sake of those who are watching us. 
As regards the French strike force first of all, this force which you have just 
described, the strategic nuclear force, that is our five submarines, the Plateau 
d*Albion, and owr aircraft, is their theoretical use reserved exclusively for the 
defense of our national territory or not? Or could they be used for instance in soli- 
darity with our neighboring European countries? 


[Mitterrand] The definition we have used for almost 25 years is simple: The force is 
devoted to the defense of our territory, to ensuring the sutvival of our country, to 
our national independence and, one adds here, to France's vital interests. This means 
that it is up to the President of the Pepublic to judge if some action or other out- 
side our territory constitutes a direct threat to this territory. This definition, or 
rather this terminology -- and certainly the term employed in the cast part of the 
deiinition — has been always adopted and remains in force, specifies that the President 
of the Republic must enjoy a certain flexibility, a certain freedom of decision. 


[Duhamel| This means a certainty as far as national territory is concerned and a 
question mark as regards a war on our frontiers? 


[Mitterrand] This can only be defensive — not even defensive but dissua ive. It must 
be known that our weapons are able to destroy a territory as big as ours. We have no 
intention at all to arm ourselves ir order to attack anybody. We would have to be mad 
to do so. but we are resolved to preserve France. And I am sure that others understand 
this because they are patriotic, too. 


But we have not quite finished the preceding conversation. It is necessary for the 
viewers to understand. Why is it constantly increasing? When I say that I want an 
equilibrium I wish to see an equilibrium at the lowest level. And as 1 have told you, 
in 1977 there wore Soviet decisions, and in 1979 NATO and U.S. decisions. In 1979 

Mr Brezhnev declared: Let us talk, let us discuss; the equilibrium has now been 
achieved, so why add something here or there? At that tine there were 63 SS-20 missiles 
in Europe. Why were ony added’? These were much fewer than at ;resent. 
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Therefore one can say today that the only power that has intermediate nuclear forces 
that are unable to cross the Atlantic, that cannot reach the United States, ‘s the 
Soviet Union, and that the others do not have any. [as heard] So I simply oppose the 
monopoly of a single country in the field of destructive weapons. 


[Duhamel] Presicely, here I come to another question which is: What can be done at pre- 
sent in order to try and foresee how to resume the negotiations and achieve a stabi- 
lization, an equilibrium, and perhaps next a reduction? What sort of initiative could 
be possibly devised and what role could France play? 


[Mitterrand] May I remind you at this moment in our conversation that France is not 
represented at Geneva. 


[Unidentified voice] For the time being, yes, absolutely. 
{[Mitterrand] No, no, France is not present there and has no intention of going there. 


[Unidentified voice] Yes, of course. But (I wanted to say) is it an imaginable 
hypothesis or not, a hypothesis which could admit that if the present negotiations 
between the Americans and the Soviet Union should fail, could there be, at a later stage 
for instance, a fusion of several negotiations? 


[Mitterrand] This is quite another issue. I shall of course give you an answer since 

I am here for this purpose. But I insist on pointing out to you that France -- although 
it does not participate in these debates -- is interested in the issue. this is in 
Europe. 


[Unidentified voice] It concerns France. 


[Mitterrand] Naturally. France's allies are concerned. But France has not the means, 
it is not up to France, to make proposals. France says: Negotiate and do it at the 
lowest possible level. At present, it seems that they are discussing, but (’always) 
adding something. No, one must reduce. How far must one reduce’? I have said, I said 
it to the German parliament and I repeated it in other circumstances: Negotiate disar- 
mament to the lowest level necessary for your security but maintaining an equilibrium 
between you, because if there is no equilibrium between the two sides than the war 

is not far away. 


This is my way of reasoning, seen from outside, since I am not in Geneva and have no 
intention of going to Geneva. That is: Balance it. The gume of the two mightiest 
powers — one must admit it — for the last several months now has been to reduce their 
aspirations. There were even proposals going in that direction quite recently. And 
even the latest proposals of Mr Andropov calculate on excluuing part of theBritish and 
French arms, which proves that he made a completely real gesture. But it is up to the 
two partners to decide and one has not yet reached the stage of a possible agreement. 


There are other negotiations, other conferences at which one could reduce tactical 
forces. This being debated elsewhere, in Vienna. They are about the so-called inter- 
mediate forces, those unable to cross the Atlantic, those about which we have been 
talking since the beginning of our conversation, and on top of it, those about which 
we have not been talking much, the strategic force--9,000 of them belonging to the 
Soviet Union, 9,000 American ones, 98 French, 64 British, and I do not know how many 
Chinese. There are five countries in the world having nuclear weapons at their dis- 
posal and France is one of these five big countries. 
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So, tyere is this hypothesis which I examined when I addressed the UN Organization not 
long avo --I think it was the end of September — and, well, I did not reject the idea; 
france will always participate in any serious talks on disengagement. But I added that 
one must talk about things that are comparable. The figures alone -- those which I have 
quoted twice already, 9,000 and 98 -- imply that before talking about our (794) 
missiles the two greatest powers must considerably reduce their 9,000. And they are 
lwords indistinct] continuing -- 9,000 10,0%,11,000, 12,000. One wonders where they 
will stop. The Ghinese have already replied: When they reduce by 50 percent than one 
will be ready to talk. Very well, I shall mot say the same thing but I have set other 
conditions. I said that one gust also reduce the level of conventional weapons -- the 
infantry, the artillery, and aviation, but not civil aviation -- because this is the 
military reality. And here the Soviet superiority is considerable. One must also ban, 
by a mutual agreement, the biological and chemical weapons. One must abolish also 

the antisubmarine weapons. These are the conditions which I have set and these 
conditions must be considered -- I admit that they are difficult -- before France 
could think of taking part in these negotiations. 


[De “irleu] I want to ask you a question. We hear talk of the most serious crisis 
since Cuba and Berlin. I want to ask you whether all heads of state are not tempted 
every so often to dramatize the external situation in order to create national {words 
indistinct), to gather their population around them, to stifle the dissenters and the 
malcontents. In short, in the end is not dramatization a means of government? 


(Mitterrand) No. I think, Mr De Virieu, that you do noi have this idea of me. Think 
that I could, addressing myself to the entire French people, pley on their nerves and 
calculate on their fears. I previously said that if the situation was serious, the 
most serious, since Cuba 1962, Berlin 1948, that these two situations had been taken 
in hand. And we should be able to cope now, too. 


This means that if the Geneva conference does not achieve results in the coming days -- 
it would be very imprudent to think of it, but nonetheless one must continue to resume 
the capacity of dialogue and this is where France has to play a determining role, 
because it has said clearly to the ones and the others: This is what I do not want. 
fsentence as heard) And it is also capable of saying: This is what I want, it being 
understoc 4 that what it wants first and foremost is that the negotiations be resumed, 
that the dialogue be opened; in short, that the gates of peace also be opened. I 
believe in this, and deep down I believe in being firm, so that no one could speculate 
on the weakness of one side or the other. 


[Billrann] Mr President, I wanted to question you on the other hotspots of the planet 
but, notwithstanding this, this conversation with you incites me to ask you one further 
question in this connection. Since you say time is pressing [words indistinct] the 
negotiations should reach agreement or otherwise any day now, and as the Soviets have 
announced that in case of the installation of Pershing missiles, they themselves will 
redouble the dose. [as heard] The question is the followirg: How much time do you 
think we still have to revive these talks? Ie it the arrival of the Pershings, and 
their installation, and making them operational? In short, how long do we have? 


(Mitterrand) I do not know. I think that the responsible leaders of the two largest 
countries are wise enough. I say they do not want war. To make use of all opportunities, 
perhaps one must see the other give in first. But each must give in a little. 
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Consequently, I do not know whether it will be from the first installation; I do net 
feel that this will happew at the moment that the first cruise missiles are deployed in 
Britain. I think, however, that the Soviet Union will keep its word. It is a great 
country which has a major presence in the world, as you know, and its prestige must 
naturally be respected. This means that from a certain moment, which could be the 
actual instellation of the first Pershing II in Cermany, I think that the Soviet 

Union will quit the Geneva conference, as has been said by Mr Andropov. But I do not 
think, and I do mot want to think -- and France will exert all its means to make this 
impossible -- that the break could be a lasting one. Because both sides need it. 


After all, the Soviet Union does not have such a great need to have many additional 
SS-20's. The Soviet Union is packed with weapons and all European targets can already 
be hit, with the exception of those that possess deterrents. And then I believe that 
the Soviet leaders are people who, first of all, naturally have at heart the interests 
of their people, a people who had 20 million dead in the last war, they need a [words 
indistinct] restoration of their economy. Consequently, I really believe that a country 
like France can be useful in this phase. It said what it had to say, at the moment 

of the greatest danger; that is to say the refusal to accept false compromise solu- 
tions that interfere with my country in inadmissible fashion. But we ore the opponents 
of no one. And I intend in fact to intervene in the most useful fashion possible at 
the moment that appears most suitable. 


[De Virieu] Mr President. You have spoken of the equilibrium of the system in Europe 
but do you fear more Soviet expansionism in Europe or a fire being set to the powder- 
keg by events arising elsewhere, for instance, in the Middle East? 


(Mitterrand) The axis of the entire debate is Euromissiles. I do not accuse at 

all the Soviet Union of wishing to launch itself in this war, I have already repeated 

this several times, but of putting itself in a situation of force that would enable it 

in effect through the exercise of threats to obtain the results that one ordinarily obtains 
from a victorious war. 


Let us stress that the psychological aspect is very important in this affair. Remaining 
in Europe, and by far the strongest, without the Americans intervening, to seek a 
decoupling or such similar words, complicated to understand, to seek a separation between 
the interests of West Europe and American interests. [as heard) This is assuredly a 
refusal of a dialogue between the Soviet Union and the West Europeans. If their remained 
only France and Britain with their 98 and their 64, could they be considered as able 

to guard the whole of Europe? Let us be reasonable. 


Nothing in comparison with all the other hotspots, as they say, flaring up just about 
everywhere, kept going here and there, while waiting for the great discussion in 
Geneva to finally produce some result, but sometimes independent of this situation, 

it being understood that, immediately, each of the two major powers would do whatever 
is necessary to make things last, in order to return to the diplomatic show of 
strength unfolding in Geneva in the best conditions judged by either side in accordance 
with their interests. 


[Unidentified journalist] Let us take the situation in Lebanon, for instance. What 

do you fear most? That France should be dragged into an intervention that would be 
launched by the Americans and the Israelis or, on the contrary, that the French soldiers 
should find themselves entirely alone in the event of the departure of the Americans? 
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[Mitterrand] Well, I do not think that the question could be pored in these terms. 
You know that France went there at the request of the Lebanese governmert. It was, 

1 believe, on 19 September 1942. Several countries were called upon, particularly 
France, and France «rrived straightaway on the 2ist. And what 4id this French contin- 
gent do’ It saved ihe lives of twindreds of Palestinians who were crvehed under the 
bombardments of West Beirut, and we subsequently, if not repatriated, at least 
dispatched them to other Arab countries. 


[Unidentified journalist] Well, these forces, the Americans and the French, were 
recently attacked. Do you plan any reprisals? 


[Mitcerrand) What you want to say first, I think, is implied in your question: 
since things have changed, our forces continue to have a mission there. 


[Mitterrand continues] We have no intention of remaining in Lebanon. That is why we 
have been pushing hard for national reconciliation among the Lebanese. Once this 
national reconciliation has been brought about, we have no reason to remain in Lebanon 
any longer. There is a chance for a local agreement guaranteed by an international 
institution. In any case, we will be there as long as this service needs to be 
carried out, with the intention of contributing to a return to civil harmony and, 

of course, to bringing our troops home as soon as possible. But you also asked me 
another question just now about the dramatic assassination of our 58 soldiers and 

of the 250 American soldiers who were also killed. No, Mr Billmann, this crime will 
not go unpunished, 


[Bilimann) [Question indistinct] 


[Mitterrand] Everything connected with legitimate self-defense represents one of the 
fundamental human rights. 


[Billmann| Since you are talking about fundamental human rights, I would like, if I 
may, to use that to move on to the next topic. The Americans intervened in Grenada. 
You, personally, or, at any rate, the French Government criticized that intervention, 
speaking of the rights of people to self-determination. But there are cases, it 
seems, where, above all, there exists the right of governments to crush their peoples. 
That ia to say, there are governments which are not necessarily tender. And in the 
case of Grenada, that general whose name I have forgotten and who overthrew the 
legitimate president, was probably not a great champion of human rights. 


[Mitterrand] I would like to have all the pleces of the dossier at hand; but what 

I can say is that I knew Mr Bishop, the assassinated president. I received him in 
Paria and I met with him elsewhere. He confided in me his fear of an invasion of the 
island. And that was before the events that occurred. I also knew that although 

he was a close friend of Cuba, he did not have the intention of confronting the Usited 
States, He was looking for a modus vivendi, as one says, an arrangement. And, in 
fact, if I reacted 1t was because France is an independent country. If I turn to the 
Soviet Union and reproach it for certain acts -- which I do not hesitate to do -- 

in Afghanistan on its actions in Poland and elsewhere, the affair of the South Korean 
aircraft, its position in the Ruromtasile problem, I also turn to the Americans each 
time it seems to me that they complicate the international balance or that they afte, 
quite simply, not respecting the fundamental rights on which international society 

is based, which constantly increases the risks of conflict. The peoples’ right to 
self-determination does not give the United States the right to be the judge of 

what happens in Grenada, There are other means. 


[Billmann] But there are cases where nonassistance poses its own danger. 
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[Mitterrand] No, no, no, no, no, no, no, no. I do not think, whatever the feelings ' 
may have for the Americans -- and I have feelings of friendship toward them, even if one 


often contests thelr particular policies -- no, no, that was not their business. It 
would be too conventient to behave like a policeman on the surface of the earth. No, that 
in not possible. One cannot place the existence of countries, including ours, at the 


disposition of a single country, one that might think it has the right to intervene when 
something, on the one hand, appears to it to coincide with the idea it has, let us say, 
that it is helping someone in danger, but when that may also perhaps be a matter of 
protecting its own interests viewed in a rather narrow -- or dangerous -- fashion. So, 
we have, i have, condemned the U.s. intervention in Grenada, just as I have deplored its 
polictes in a general fashion in Central America. I explained myself to President 
teagan when I went to see him in Washington last year -- that was one of the specific 
objectives of my trip, my lightning trip of (724 hours). I explained that I thought it 
was a complete misunderstanding of everything, the problems of these peoples, who need 
to be liberated, liberated from the oligarchies that crush them, the financial oligar- 
chies, the great properties and, let us say, the military or dictatorial domination that 
ensues. the Western world is the bearer of great values and should understand and aid 
these peoples to find their freedom, their economic, social, and political freedom. So 
there you are. That is why I consider that in these cases it is not for me to approve 
at times but to condemn, That is the independence of France. One says at times that it 
in incoherent, but the coherence of the policy of which I have assumed responsibility is 
in all respects the independence of our actions and the independence of our judgment. 


[Unidentified journalist] Now, since you talk of the independence of our judgment, 
you are talking about France of course, my question is: Do you not think that the time 
has also come for the voice of Europe to be heard as Europe, since you were talking 
about the Euromissiles as the central point. 


[Mitterrand] furopean defense is an idea whose force 1 understand. It is laudable in 
itself and it ought to be an important goal for all politicians of Western Europe, so 
long as they proceed wisely in order to avoid building on quicksand or, on the contrary, 
to avoldprovoking new ex»losions, to avoid bringing about the definitive division of 
Lurope, and to avoid sending some people definitively back to the East while we closet 
ourselves in the West. Yes, all this must be thought about. In short, I think we have 
to extricate ourselves from the Yalta divsion. I have been saying this for a long time, 
at least (’since my) election to the Presidency of the Republic. At the same time, 
however, it must be realized that this cannet be brought about without rifts, without 
preparation, and without an almost scientific coming together of minds. Let us keep this 
idea alive. Let us prepare for the day when it will happen. Let us prepare apolitical will 
for turope. Let us rise above the debates which today are entangling us and in which we 
are in danger of getting bogged down. And when this has been demonstrated, including in 
the sphere of missiles and armaments, we might envisage, perhaps as early as now, 
complementary strategies. 


France Ie already fulfilling this role. It is fulfilling this role because it was I 
who resurrected the Elysee Treaty, signed by General de Gaulle and Mr Adnenauer in 1963 
and which has ‘?lain idle) as a forgotten document, which enables discussions to be 
held with the supreme command of Western Europe. I have also instituted military talks 
with officials in Great Britain. In Cermany we have a rapid intervention or rapid 
action force, which has its role to play in the case of a conflict if one were to 
arinae. 
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But | repeat: I cannot redistribute the decision -- which belongs to me alone in France 
and which would also belong to me alone in Europe -- of directing a nuclear force which 


can only be one of deterrence, of deterrence for France and for the vital interests which 


I have mentioned, but which cannot claim to be able to ensure the defense of Europe. 
There you are. I ask only that this idea be kept alive and that we proceed wisely. 


{Unidentified journalist] Mr President, how can France reconcile her wish for peace 
with her role as arms dealer’ 


(Mitterrand) France has indeed built a powerful arms industry, first of all in order to 
maintain its own armament. The French market is insufficient to justify the continua- 
tion of work in plants because one could not make it a profitable proposition. Therefore, 
the previous governments...[Mitterrand interrupted; several unidentified voices heard 
speaking simultaneously]... long before my election, started an arms policy which had good 
industrial results and important arms sales. These sales are decreasing, perhaps by 

25 percent in 1983 as compared with 1982, which in fact has not changed our foreign 
trade for the worse, a trade which is developing from one year to the next, as you know. 
So we are in fact selling arms. The problem for us is to avoid feeding the regions where 
fighting is taking place. That means that I am contradicting myself on this point in 
only one case, the of the Iraq-Iran war. I believe that in order to ensure a change in 
the direction of France's industrial policy at a time when unemployment is a naticnal 
and international evil, unfortunately industrial conversions must be prepared and this 
takes time. This is what I can answer to the questioner, while understanding fully well 
the moral and political reasoning inspiring him. 


[Unidentified journalist] There is a conflict in which France is involved at the request 
of the legitimate government of the country -- and about which we have not yet talked 

in this broadcast -- and that is Chad. From the outset of the operation, of the Franch 
intervention last August, certain people feared that we would get bogged down. Are we 
bogged down at present, or are there diplomatic moves, for example, which might make 

it possible to envisage a solution to the problem of Chad? 


[Mitterrand] There are 4,300,000 inhabitants of Chad controlled by the French forces 
and there are 150,000 in Chad contolled by the Libyan forces. But, of course, this 
purely military line of demarcation has to be temporary, since the objective that is 
sought is the return of the integrity of Chad. To that end, we have received support 
from everyone, as much as from what one calls the progressives -- Ethiopia, Algeria -- 
as from what one calls the moderates -- the Ivory Coast or, indeed, Gabon and Senegal 
--allot them. Now, we have said that this problem has to be settled by the Organization 
of African Unity. It is the OAU that is concerned. Everyone we are talking about, all 
these politica] leaders, all these states, belong to the OAU. It is at present up to 
the presidentof the OAU, the president of Ethiopia, as well as the secretary general of 
the OAU, to deal with the matter. We, of course, have not let it drop. 


We are waiting for the moment, and this is what we did at Vittel, when Mr Hissein Habre 
and the others will meet to decide jointly the destiny of their country, without the 
presence of foreign armies including ours. And I am just waiting for the time when it 
will become possible through negotiation to safeguard the territorial integrity of Chad. 
The French troops will leave straight away; they have no business getting involved 

in any colonial adventure. 


[Unidentified journalist] Have you fixed any time limit, Mr. President? 


[Mitterrand] I do, indeed, have my ideas about that. 
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[Du Roy] You have been talking about France's duty in Africa. What is France's duty in 
the Iran-Iraq conflict to which you referred a while ago? And what were the reasons 
why France, in delivering Super Etendards to Iraq, seemed to choose its camp’ 


[Mitterrand] Mr Du Roy, I am the inheritor of the great choices of France. ‘Naturally, 
I may change certain of them when they appear quite contrary to what I believe or to 
what seems to me useful for France. but, a priori, the fact that since 1975 Iraq was 
France's first client for arms purchases — except for 2 years when it was Saudi Arabia 
-- in the world, this was a situation which I found I had no business to change. fut, 
you know, we are still at the point of delivering Mirage planes which were ordered in 
1979. And do you know that what one cails the Super Etendards are really planes 

which do not have quite the range or the power of the Mirages? In many case, if it had 
not been the Super Etendards, then it would have been the Mirages. Contracts have been 
running now for 8 years and we have renewed them or increased their number since 1980. 
Why? The question truly arises here, really. Why, then? Well, we have continued to 
help our friend. We are helping him with, I believe, one-third of his weapons because 
it is the Soviet Union and the Eastern bloc countries as a whole that are providing 
two-thirds of the Soviet [as heard] weapons. 


Now, I have often answered questions put to me in this vein by saying: Listen, [ran also 
purchases weapons. And from whom? There are people who provide arms to Iran, people 
who provide weapons to Iraq, and there are people who provide weapons to both Iran and 
Iraq. I will not enumerate them. This is not the case with France. 


[Du Roy] I wanted to return to ...[{Mitterrand interrupts] 


[Mitterrand] But we are not the enemies of iran. And I do not have the intention of 
going too far at all. I have met the contracts. I have renewed those which seemed sound. 
Iraq is a friendly country. But I do not mean for cur arms sales to be interpreted as an 
act of aggression, given that Iran has been profuse in its threats, which do not impress 
me but which risk turning the situation in its favor. France has not chosen its camp. 

It is simple that it has a friend; it does not want to have an enemy. 


[Unidentified journalist] Let us go back tothe problems of defense in another aspect 
which has not yet been tackled tonight, that of pacifism. You know the slogan “Better 
red than dead,” that it is better to lose one's freedom than to run the nuclear risk. Do 
you not think that the spirit of capitulation is widespread in France, and I am not 
thinking of the pacifist militants but of public opinion in general? 


[Mitterrand] No, I do not think so. I believe that the position of France which I 
explained is approved of by the majority of the French. I do think that in this 
business of pacifiem I would distinguish between those who, by their nature, traditions 
and convictions consider that all arms, above all those at the level of nuclear weapons 
whose destruction capability is greatest, should be rejected in principle and they are 
genuine pacifiasts, and those who are sensitive to foreign propaganda. But you see, it 
was when the Soviet Union deployed its first S5-20 missiles in 1977, that was the moment 
for the pacifists to rally because it was the moment to start the big campaign and to 
join me in 1980 in uttering the call. Wo Pershing II, no S5-20 either.” Later, 2, 3, 4 
years later, it was too late. 
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That is to say, at that momerit it meant asking the Western countries to stop all of a 
sudden, to freeze the situation in a state of imbalance. And if one remembers that 
French policy is based on this fundamental notion of balance of forces in the world, 
of the best and lowest balance in Europe, then one realizes that to freeze the situation 
in a state of imbalance, in the presence of Soviet missiles and in the absence of other 
medium-range missiles in Europe, notably American ones, means to crystalize a situation 
from which war would have emerged. That is why I believe that pacifism is the wrong 
method to use and that it is not possible to admit such reasoning for the moment, as I 
said in Brussels. There are perhaps people, there are for sure people, in the Soviet 
Union, who want peace and yet, in the meantime, arms are developed there. In the West, 
pacifism is developing. This is not right. 


[De Virieu] Do you m=t think that it is high time to meet with Yuriv Andropov or a top- 
level Soviet leader? 


[Mitterrand] A short while ago I met with Mr Gromyko, who is a top-level Soviet leader as 
everyone knows. tHe spoke for 2 and 1/2 hours. We had things to say to each other. As 
to meeting with Mr Andropov, there is no reason to refuse to do so if such a meeting 
could be useful for peace. I therefore must ask myself the following question: To go 

to see Mr Andropov before the end of this stage of the Geneva conference, which I hope 
will only be the first of several others, when the decision to deply Euromissiles, par- 
ticularly Pershing-i1, does «ot devend on me, with what have I to negotiate? And on the 
other hand, since I would be forced to tell him that the balance of forces requires him 
to cut down his arms considerably if he wants to stop the others from arming themselves, 
in this case this visit would not have served any purpose. There is nothing worse than 
negotiations which fail. At the same time, I shall be available for any useful exchange, 
if it is a case of rebuilding immediately on the fist ruins of the Geneva conference. 


{De Virleu] Do you think that the recent events in Cyprus constitute a danger to peace? 
Another television viewer wants to know your opinion of the partition of Cyprus. 


[Mitterrand] France has already disapproved of this decision by the Turkish leaders to 
secede by creating a so-called North Cyprus state. We have already disapproved of this. 
There exist UN decisions. There exists an international society. We are not unaware of. 
the competition between the Turks and the Greeks in Cyprus. Of course, we want the ' 
rights of both to be respected. But a decision of this type, which perhaps was smppeeess 
this decision is not acceptable. This is the first reply. 


~~ 


Are these events in Cyprus likely to provoke a generalized conflict? Naturally, Turkey 
and Greece must be asking themselves these questions. I have already heard the words 

pronounced by Mr Papandreou, the Greek prime minister, but I do not think that the two 
powers should wish to exploit this subject in order to worsen a situation already so ' 
difficult to settle because of other questions. 


— 


[De Virieu] What means of pressure can France exert on the two superpowers? Could you 
be a mediator in a conflict between America and the Soviet Union? , 


[Mitterrrand] Means of pressure? In the present debate, none; although both of them — 
interest themselves more that I would like in us. Political — well, because we say, ' 
because we affirm, because I say in international assemblies — I think I can meet a 
general opinion that understands perfectly well that in order to save peace, it is nec- 
essary to have an equilibrium of strength. [as heard] 
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One cannot allow there to be in Europe an all-powerful country and others that would be 
disarmed. This is perfectly understandable. Consequently, what France says through 
its voice, counts, I believe, in the evolution of universal opinion. 


As for being a mediator, I do not offer myself as a meciator. I hope only to have the 
opportunity to give advice on a given day in order to tavor a return to dialogue. And 
if I can contribute to it, that would suffice me. 


[De Virieu] What about the neutron bomb? In what stage is it? 


(Mitterrand) The neutron bomb has been the object of research, research which has been 
successful. Today we are mastering the knowledge and technology. A simple order given 
by me would suffice for the bomb to be produced. A relatively short time would be 
needed for the bomb to be put at the disposal of our enemy. But I have not given this 
order, first of all because I do not deem it to be the moment to worsen the climate and 
the debate when everyone is speaking of disarming while arming at the same time. It is 
not the moment when, faced with calls asking for a reduction of forces in the balance by 
reducing to a lower level, someone could give the green light, even a psychological one, 
to a new weapon. But I reserve the right to start producing the bomb if the interests 
of the country require it. 


[De Virieu] What could be France's attitude should there be a conflict in Central America 
between Nicaragua and the United States through the intermediary of Honduras? Are you 
worried about the situation in Central America’ 


[Mitterrand] I am worried by the lack of a correct assessment of the part of the United 
States as to the situation in that part of the world. I can also see where the very 
cruel civil wars there can little by little bring the various groups to choose extremism 
rather the right type of compromise. A steady worsening of the situation would then 
come about. Apart from what I said, and aid from us commensurate with our means, it is 
obvious that France does not intend to intervene in a debate which would be practically 
insupportable. Already, the biggest world power devotes several days to the occupation 
of a small island with 100,000 inhabitants. This is indeed a spectacle (?one would 
rather not watch). 


1l TECHNICIANS, 7 FRENCH, KIDNAPPED IN SUDAN 





LD162002 Paris Domestic Service in French 1900 GT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] Seven French technicians working in Sudan were kidnapped yesterday. President of 
Sudan Marshal Numayri announced this personally late in the afternoon at a press : 
conference held in Paris. I remind you that Marshal Numayri is currently on an official 
visit to France. 


He indicated that a total of 11 technicians have been kidnapped — 7 French, 2 British, 
and 2 Pakistanis. These men were working on the building site of a canal in southern 
Sudan. Leaflets signed by the Army for Liberation of the Sudanese people were found 
giving the Sudanese Government 48 hours to stop work on the canal site. They also ask 
the French Government to stop aid to Sudan. Marshal Numayri, who has provided the 
information about the kidnapping, accused Libya and Ethiopia. 
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MI’. LSTER CHEYSSON'S ADDRESS TO SENAT, PART II 





AB141645 Paris Diplomatic Information Service in French 0945 GMT 14 Nov 63 


["Second part” of French External Relations Minister Claude Cheysson's address to the 
Senat during its debate on the country’s foreign policy on 7 November in Paris) 


{Excerpts} In our relations with the East, however, we should transcend silitary 
rivalries. In this connection, the other aspects of the Helsinki conference and 
Helsinki Acts deserve to be recalled toyether with other documents relating to 
disarmament and the search for confiden:e: the definition of human rights and the 
improvement of the rights promised to journalists, to families that may wish to be 
reunited, and to the citizens of the various European countries who say wish to contact 
diplomatic representatives. These are all recommendations that are important in 
themselves even if they are not always followed by immediate results. 


We must increase our economic contacts. France will not accept boycotts relating to 
economic transactions with the East that are of common interest to both parties. France 
will always gladly welcome all countries of the East into the international community 
that wish to join it. As far as the economic field is concerned, I am particularly 
thinking about the Bretton Woods Accords. 


We must also increase the cultural contacts. We are happy and proud to have quite a 
large number of cultural attaches in the Soviet Union. We can increase artistic 
contacts with Hungary. Old linguistic links exist with Romania. Our scientific 
exchanges with the Soviet Union have continued to develop. This is good, >but we must 
go further: We must also look for human contacts from ministerial meetings to the 
development of tourist activities that will enable a better knowledge of one another 
and, despite the fundamental difference in our systems, why should we not enable at 
least concerted actions if not common actions? 


Prancois Mitterrand once said: “Anything that makes it possible to emerge from Yalta 
is good, but we must not sistake our desire for reality; we must measure the slow pace 
of history.” That is France's policy in its relations with the East and in the service 


of peace. 


We have great sympathy for those who hold processions and shout slogans in favor of 
peace, but we want them to beware of manipulators seeking to take advantage of their 
illusion, which consists of affirming that the holding of a peaceful demonstration in 
front of a Euromissile installation is enough to solve the probles. 


Let us now turn to other parts of the world. Since I have talked about uproars which 
deafen us, I must of course mention the bombardments, explosions, and the cries of 
victims in certain parts of the Third World where there have been so many conflicts, 
a total of 130 since the end of World War II. 


I will begin with the part of the world where they are most serious and fundamental: 

the Middle East. We find the two giants there. Are they directly responsible’? There 
is some doubt about this. They are particularly giving direct support to the two 
powers in the Middle East which, in their actions, unfortunately seem to aim at the 

de facto division of the territories. Oh...these two big or semi-big Middle East powers 
certainly deny this, but let us look at the facts objectively. 
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Let us note that any rival force in Lebanon is almost immediately supported by one or 
the other of these Middle East powers. If we look at today’s newspaper, we will see 
that the fate of Tripoli, or what remains of the joint headquarters of the 
Palestinians, is now becoming increasingly apparent. France cannot accept this, and 
even if it must stand alone in defending the right of each people and state in the 
Middle East to its own identity, it will do so. 


Prance is committed on the side of Israel and Israel must be able to live in peace; 
therefore, it must live in harmony with its Arab neighbors, and God knows that this 
could prove fruitful. 


France is committed on the side of Lebanon; in fact, it has been so committed for 
centuries. [!t made the greatest contribution to the birth of that independent and 
sovereign state and it will defend its integrity, sovereignty, independence, and unity 
in its Arab context as has just been said in Geneva. 


This demands the departure of all the foreign troops that have invaded the country -- 
an invasion the United Nations has condemned. This demands the departure of all the 
troops that were invited in the past, it is true, but that are no longer wanted. This 
demands the defense of Lebanon and support for the man who was elected to ensure this: 
President al-Jumayyil of the Republic of Lebanon, whose role has just been confirmed 
by all the Lebanese forces in Geneva. 


France is also committed on the side of the other peoples of the region, particularly 
the Palestinian people. I have just said or hinted that there can be no future for 
Lebanon if the 300,000 or 400,000 Palestinians living there have no future of their own. 


But there are other reasons why justice should be done so those people may recover their 
land, fatherland, identity, and a state where they can consider themselves at home. It 
is particularly hard to have to say this today when, as I have just recalled, in 
Tripoli, the very existence of an organization is being threatened. The disappearance 
of that organization would not only shock the conscience of the world, but would also 
constitute a very serious setback to possible future negotiations in that part of the 
world -- negotiations in which the Palestinian people should be able to engage. But 
who can arrange these negotiations if no one exists inthe future to speak in the name 
of all the combatants? 


France is also committed on the side of other people: Egypt, Jordan, Syria, let us say 
the Arab world. From this platform, I am therefore addressing myself to the Arab world 
in order to ask it to assume the responsibilities which it has not yet sufficiently 
assumed toward Lebanon, toward some other peoples of the region, including the 
Palestinian people, toward Israel, together with which the Arab world knows very well 
that it has to build its future, as well as toward the other parts of the Middle East. 
I am referring particularly to Iraq. The Arabs must have the courage to meet in the 
near future. They dare not do so now for fear of showing their differences, whereas 
their agreement is essential for the restoration of peace. 


I have just mentioned Iraq. If you think about the history of that region, you will 
discover as I have that that great country with a people with a thousand year-old 
tradition is not contributing to stability. The initial fault is certainly Iraq's 
because of its attack against neighboring Iran, an attack that later degenerated into 
a horrible war, one of the worst the world has experienced during this century: more 
than 200,000 dead already. Since the end of the world war, nothing worse has been 
experienced by those countries. 
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That war has created a state of fear and threat in thr countries of the Gulf and the 
entire Arab world, which declared at the Fes summit that it completely supported the 
defense of the eastern border where Iraq is situated. Therefore, France naturally 
supports the jefense of that border. It admires and approves of the determination of 
the countries of that region, particularly Iraq, to safeguard independence. It feels 
it has a responsibility toward the other Arabs more particularly because the two . 
superpowers are not directly committed at the moment. 


But this does not mean that France is the enemy of another great people of history, the 
Iranian people. With that country, France wants to resume the relations it has had 
throughout history. The president of the Republic recalled this in Tunis a few days 
ago. However, with all the respect I have for that people, I take the liberty of asking 
the following question: Why this war? The borders recognized by the international 
community are now being respected. All Iran's claims without exception can be examined 


during negotiations. 


Even if it is impossible to stop hostilities everywhere, can they not be stopped at 
least in the Gulf in order to avoid the weekly sinking of ships, to stop the black 
food, and to stop everything that is threatening the other Gulf countries? 


The Middle East is made up of lands of passion, massacres, and blood, but those lands 
are also lands of civilization. Therefore, I consider it normal that France -- which 
wants and is capable of having a great policy, although it lacks the dimension of the 
great powers -- should be at the service of those who want to affirm their independence 
as well as the rights of peoples and states. 


Confidence has been reestablished in the African countries which may feel -- sometimes 
rightly -- threatened by the same neighbor from the north, or more precisely, in this 
present case, from the northeast. 


What will follow? Chadians must have the courage to express their unity. This unity 
can only be achieved if they rally around the person who is presently recognized as the 
president of Chad. But we say to this person that he must not take up arms against his 
opponents. Rather, he should bring up points for negotiation. This must begin between 
Chadians. The French-African summit of Vittel has demonstrated that in Ndjamena, people 
are ready to negotiate. 


At Vittel, before representatives of 38 other countries, among which were 22 heads of 
state, President Hissein Habre offered to negotiate with all Chadian factions. The 
personal contacts I have made since, as well as those made by other people with other 
Chadian political factions, prove to us that these negotiations are possible. We were 
highly disappointed to see that the OAU has not initiated such meetings, which are 
necessary if the Chadians are to find a means of setting up a system of balance which 
they can all agree to and which, in turn, will enable the evacuation of the foreign 
forces. As President Mitterrand said: “Our forces will leave the very minute this is 
made possible -- at the same time as the other foreign forces and those of Libya.” 


Senators, moving across the Atlantic, I would like to turn to Latin America. I will 
begin — it is a pleasant moment — by hailing Argentina's return to the ranks of 
democratic nations. Forth years ago, the Peronists took power, and since then, troubles 
have never ceased, ending with an extremely terrible period of 7 years of military 
dictatorship. Last week, in an exemplary election characterized by calm, order, and a 
high voter turn out, a democratic force, the Radical Party led by Mr Alfonsin, as well 
as the parliamentary team with which he is to work, were elected by an absolute majority. 
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This news is very important considering Argentina's degree of development and its 
authority in South America, especially in the southern cone. 


Things will certainly not be easy. The soldiers who have disappeared, fallen by the 
wayside, or have been erased from Argentina's life left behind a $43 billion debt and 
an inflation rate of 400 percent. We can also not forget that about 20,000 to 30,000 
men, women, and children disappesred. 


We, the French, the Europeans, and the Western community must examine how we can help 
this situation in the future in the same way that ve sust help other countries that 

show the same change toward a return to democracy, namely, Bolivia and Brazil, where the 
signs are particularly encouraging, as well as those countries that have never abandoned 
democracy -~- I am thinking especially of Colombia. 


We will be helped there, and this is therefore an obligation for assistance, by the 
presence of large French communities. Some of them settled there a long time ago and 
are engaged in activities which are not limited to commerce, but extend to industry, 
the transfer of technologies, and internal participation in the development of those 
countries. 


We will also be assisted in this task by the return to French cultural values, which 
are to a large extent considered to be the symbol of freedom and independence. is it 
mot striking that in Colombia, the teaching of French has now become compulsory for all 
children in the secondary schools without exception? 


I wish | could mention this situation as well in moving northward, I sean to 
Central America, which is unfortunately torn by conflicts among its states, deep- 
seated tensions, and crises originating from the colonial period and from the 
exploitation of the years of independence. 


In this cae, too, the regional approach appears to us to be the only method likely to 
permit those countries to resolve the serious conflicts between them as well as the 
major political differences that divide then. 





This means that we support the Contadora Group, mainly created thanks to the initiative 
of the Colombian president, especially when, in a declaration adopted in Cancun, that 
group recalls the fundamental reasons for the misery, injustice, and exploitation in 
that part of the world, when it appeals for political dialogue among the forces which 
continue to divide themselves by arms, and when it calle for meetings, the last of which 
was held in Panama, to define measures in a precise manner that could be taken among 
those neighbors. 


However, let us not deceive ourselves. The development of the situation is not yet 
favorable. It is regretable in particular that in a country which has freed itself from 
the abominable dictatorship of Somoza, promises made at that time have never been 
fulfilled and that the prospect for pluralism is becoming increasingly less. Is there 
any excuse? I do not think so. However, I will say that the acts of violence against 
that country, the support given to opponents, the infiltrations, and the boycotts can 
only contribute to worsening the development of the situation. 


And especially, in the view of France, that way of doing things is not proper. I mean 
that it does not serve as an answer to the prevailing fundamental problems. 
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It is not proper especially when, in the extreme, it ends up in actiors 

contrary to international lsw. The entry of foreign forces into a country where the; 
heave not been invited or where the Security Council has not usndated thes to go is 
condemnable; mo one can argue that. 


That was the case in Grenada on 25 October. Whatever the reasons -- allow me to say 
that I find thes difficult to understand -- that action was condemnable, anc it is 
normal that it has been condemned by the United Nations. 


People will say that for « great country especially, it may be safe to display a show 
of “strength.” This must in no way disturb the political outlook, and I am afraid it 
has in this case, both in itself and in the relations among its allies. 


Senators, you can imagine the dowbt that could exist <n the European countries vis a 
vis their large ally, which could have extremely grave consequences. 


Go England or to Germany to appreciate the extent of my statement in case it does not 
seem clear to you. 


Unfortunately, there are other reasons for doubt vis a vis this large ally. Finally, 
I will end ay address by discussing an area where our concerns are very grave — that 
is, the economic sector. 


The largest economic power must understand to what extent the world economic situation 
is grave, especially in the Third World countries, and more particularly in the most 
advanced Third World countries, because they are the most urbanized anc were already 
industrialized. They are the most incebt+¢ countries, and they are not yet covered by 
the type of social systems which protect our countries when they experience recession. 


As 1 have said when talking about part of South America, the revival of democracy is 
threatened if the economic crisis worsens and if despair intensifies. 


It is serious for them, but it is also serious for us. We, the industrial countries, 
have an interest in making sure that those countries can regularly supply us with the 
taw materials we import from them. We have an interest in seeing to it that our 
exports to those countries -- more than a quarter of our foreign trade and more than 
half of our trade outside the community — is prosperous. 


Therefore, we have to urgently deal with the indebtedness of those countries, which is 
now at $600 billion, or 4.5 billion francs. Yet the provisions that have been taken are 
only for a short-term period. We must urgently find other financial resources to save 
the needy who have been thrown into despair. 


Therefore, there must be a response to the needs of the International Development 
Association as well as to the World Bank agency that deals with the most needy. There 
should also be an increase in the quotas of the IMF; there should be the necessary 
provisions to enable the World Bank to fully play its role, and some expenditures on 
arms should be directed toward development expenditures. 


Finally, we must find a solution to the monetary disorder. Is it possible to envisage 
investments with unpredictable exchange rates, with interest rates that discourage 
investment, with trede imbalances, and with the protectionism being developed with 
regard to those countries, but also between the United States and us? 
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Are people aware that the agricultural balance in Europe, that is the import-export 
ratio, is 33 percent, whereas the agricultural balance of the United States is 210 
percent? I was going to go back to the EEC issue, but my colleague, Mr Candernagor, 
will treat that issue. 


Ladies and gentlemen, honorable senators, this year, 1983, as could be expected, 

was terrible due to local conflicts and general economic deterioration. Sut perhaps 

it was even more serious than we imagined due to its psychological effects, and I dare 
say, its cultural effects. Everywhere in the world, fear, anxiety, and doubt are 
increasing. What are we defending? Why? When the structures are bad, some say is it 
not better to question everything? There is a feeling of discouragement and surrender 
or the birth and the use of illusions. Therefore, this year has been terrible, and it 
is not likely that 1984 will be any better economically, psychologically, or culturally. 


France has very great responsibilities in such a crisis. We are not one of the super- 
powers, but among the other countries we are the only one in the world with an 
international policy and the only one to assume its responsibilities and sometimes take 
risks in different parts of the world. 


As an old nation, we know the meaning of the fight for independence. Other countries of 
our size were overcome more quickly than us by their internal problems. I hope that 
this will not be the case with France. This means that it does not act in isolation. 
Our neighbors are indispensable partners, in particular our Cerman neighbor. 


This is our policy. It seems to us to be balanced and coherent, and I am persuaded that 
many of you share the same opinion, regardless of your political leanings. 


Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, fellow citizens, in conclusion, allow me to ask a 
question that is perhaps indiscreet. It is normal for us to be criticized, it is 
logical and good for us to pick out the mistakes we make -- and we do make some -- and 
to pick out flaws in our policy. But with regard to the major principles of this 
policy, are there really serious divergencies among the French people? Also, is it 
really indispensable for these differences to be asserted each time there is a political 
debate? 


Mr President, at the end of this debate I would like to thank the senators who spoke, 
especially those who made well structured and well constructed speeches, some of them 
based on long experience and previously gained authority. However, I cannot overlook 
some patent errors that appeared in other speeches. 


It is not reasonable to talk about attacks on the French contingent in Beirut with 
regard to the 17 Frenchmen who were killed before the horrible outrage of 23 October 
1943 because most of them died in accidents. I am referring in particular to the 
collapse of a building which was not due to an outrage. 


It is unreasonable to talk about the blocking cf the Strait of Hormuz. Everyone has 
admitted that it would be technically impossible, or almost impossible, to achieve such 
an operation. 


It is not true that France was the only country to continue flights to Moscow after the 
Korean airline tragedy. I recall that the Sca:dinavian, Swies, Austrian, and other 
airlines did the same. 
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Is it true that there is a noticeable military weakness in France, although the program- 
ing law adopted by Parliament is being applied very strictly and the percentage of the 
CNP invested in military spending for 1984 is the highest we have ever known? 


It is false to pretend that nothing has been done with regard to that issue. I recall 
that when we were called upon to serve in the government, we found files which were 
waiting to Se dealt with, and subsequently the necessary decisions were made. And these 
decisions were not minor, as they concerned the seventh nuclear submarine, the submarine 
fo the future generation, the replacement of the Pluto system by the Hades system, and 
finally the air-land medium-range weapon which increases our possibilities for nuclear 
or conventional intervention. 


Allow me to point out only a few of the contradictions in certain speeches. One speaker 
does not believe in detente, but he subsequently deplores the fact that our contacts 

with the Soviet ‘Union are very rare. Another would like relations with the Fast to be 
placed on hivher level, but then he rebukes me personally for meeting my counterpart, 
Gromyko, too often, though I have in fact seen him only six times since I assumed office. 
Oh well, let us forget about that... 


Other statements are more serious because of the harm they are likely to cause, since 
they reflect a certain kind of irresponsibility. Have I not heard it being said that: 
"All there is to do is to force the Syrians out of Lebanon.” What a good intention... 
or else: “Tell us the, Mr Minister, the date on which peace will be restored in the 
Middle East.” Even more serious are bellicose statements like: “Intervene in Upper 
Yolta, the government's behavior does not suit us,” or “Washington must occupy Cuba 
because it is an island on which there could be medium-range weapons.” "Go to war, 
attack.” “Why did you not attack the Libyans when their presence in Chad had not yet 
been established...?" “You should have gone to attack them in their country.” If we had 
done $0, we would have been at war with Libya, even though that country has an important 
Air Force, we know it, and besides we helped them build it. It would have been 
impossible to occupy Libya with four Jaguars without setting up some kind of military 
machinery. “iow it has been set up, and you know how big it is. To attack, retaliate, 
and bomb appear to me to constitute a simplistic solution. It is inconceivable for me 
to believe that because one is in the opposition and therefore powerless, one must 
ignore that one still has a responsibility. 


EXTERNAL RELATIONS MINISTER VISITS FAR EAST 





For coverage of French External Relations Minister Claude Cheysson's visit to New 
Zealand, Australia and Jakarta, see the 15 November Asia and Pacific DAILY REPORT ana 
subsequent issues. 
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FOREIGN MINISTRY DEPLORES TURKISH CYPRIOT ACTION 








AU160906 Rome ANSA in English 0840 CMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] (ANSA) -- Rome, November 16 -- Italy is extremely concerned over the proclamation 
Tuesday of an independent state in northern Cyprus, Italian Foreign Ministry circles 
said here. 


These same Farnesina circles noted that the move “was contrary to the principles of 
international law covering territorial sovereignty and integrity, and the Cyprus accords 
that grant special guarantees to the Turkish-Cypriot community of the island -- while 

at the same time threatening to create further turmoil in the southeastern Mediterranean 
already exposed to serious tensions and conflicts. [no end quotation marks as received] 


The proclamation of independence was particularly deplorable in that it came at a time 
when the international community was keenly following the personal efforts being made by 
U.N. Secretary General Javier Perez de Cuellar ti) promote an overall negotiated solution 
to the Cyprus problem, the same sources indicated. 


The Farnesina circies said that the Italiz» © .ernment was carefully following the 
situation and renewed its exhortations to .. sides, and particularly to the Turkish- 
Cypriot community and the Turkish Government, to reed [as received] such unacceptable 
gestures from causing a rupture between the two communities on Cyprus. Italy is in 
favor of peaceful dialogue and negotiations between the two communities to settle prob- 
lems on the island, the sources said. 


COALITION SUPPORTS CRAXI ON MISSILE SITING 








AU160851 Rome ANSA in English 0825 CMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] (ANSA) -- Rome, November 16 ~-- The five coalition parties which form the Rome 
government stand firmly united behind Socialist Prime Minister Bettino Craxi as the 
Chamber of Deputies prepares to vote today on the Euromissiles issue. 


On Monday, Craxi had reconfirmed his government's support for NATO's decision to deploy 
new U.S. intermediate-range nuclear missiles should the Geneva disarmament talks fail. 
The Socialist prime minister told the parliamentary assembly that though Italy will 
proceed with the installation of 96 cruise missiles at Comiso, in Sicily, he believed 
that negotiations should continue in Geneva. 


Craxi also pledged his government's support of any solution which “can contribute towards 
organizing peace in Europe”. 


Members of his coalition government rallied yesterday to his side as Communist 
discontent and opposition mounted inside and outside Parliament. 


Christian Democrat Party Secretary Ciriaco de Mita speaking in Reggio Calabria, in 
southern Italy on Tuesday, said that his party urges the government to continue “with 
firmness and clarity of action” along its course so that “it can help improve the 
international situation”. De Mita rejected Communist criticism of his party as 
subservient to U.S. interests. 


Social Democrats also sided with the government's stand and in an article published 
today in its party organ L'UNITA vice-secretary Ruggero Puletti praises Craxi's speech 
to Parliament. Puletti writes that “Craxi was right in sustaining with firmness that 
Italy does not formulate threats nor wishes to receive them". 
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In an article published today in the Socialist Party daily L’AVANTI, Fabio Fabbri, his 
party's Senate whip criticizes the Communists for not making “formal and official request: 
to Moscow to seek new proposals, more flexibility, and the suspension of deployment of 
new missiles in Czechoslovakia and East Germany". 


The Liberals, also part of the Cabinet coalition, expressed their full support to Crazi. 
Egidio Sterpa speaking for his party in Parliament said on Tuesday that “it is NATO's 
policy of detente which has up to now maintained the peace”. Sterpa said that 
neutrality and unilateral disarmament are mere illusions. 


Republican Party House Whip Adolfo Battaglia claimed in his speech to Parliament Tuesday 
that the Euromissiles issue has to be faced rationally and without “prejudicial opinions” 
because there is “a shared feeling in favour of peace and progress”. 


Communist Party Secretary Enrico Berlinguer, in an address in Naples on Tuesday, proposed 
that the deployment of cruise missiles at Comiso be suspended until all the European 
countries, five in all, which will receive the new U.S. missiles, can participate at 

the Geneva negotiations. Berlinguer said that his party feels that it is necessary “to 
avoid any tactic which may bring about the interruption of the Geneva talks". 

Berlinguer was critical of Craxi saying that his speech on Monday intended to “render 
less apprehensive a situation which is in fact dramatic”. 


In the meantime, on Tuesday, it was learned that the president of the Sicilian region 
Salvatore Lauricella has sent copies of a letter addressed to Prime Minister Craxi to 
President Sandro Pertini, to Senate President Francesco Cossiga, and to House President 
Nilde Jotti. 


The letter asks that “nothing be left undone” to promote negotiations at Geneva. 
Lauricella requests that Parliament “provide the necessary answers to Sicilian public 
opinion which fears the military escalation in the island and the negative consequences 
this would lead . 9”. 


Pacifist protesters staged the second day of protest outside Parliament and in central 
kome on Tuesday as the debate continued. 


Parliament Ratifies Deployment 
AU171006 Rome ANSA in English 0650 GMT 17 Nov 83 


[Text] (ANSA) -- Rome, November 17 -- The Italian Government's decision to abide by a 
pledge made to NATO in 1979 to install 112 American intermediate-range nuclear missiles 
at a base in Sicily was ratified by the Chamber of Deputies last night, after three 
days of debate. It was a clear victory for Bettino Craxi’s four-month-old coalition 
government. All the coalition parties rallied to his support thereby squashing further 
rumors about dissent in the Cabinet over foreign policy issues. 


In last night's voting, 351 members agreed with the government's resolution to go ahead 
with deployment, 210 voted against, and one member abstained. 





The opposition came from all the left-wing parties and from the right-wing Italian 
social movement, which had advanced its own proposal on the missiles issue. 


Prime Minister Bettino Craxi addressed Parliament last night before the vote to reply 
to questions which had arisen during the three days of debate. He reaffirmed the 
stand taken in his speech on Monday, at the start of the debate. Craxi recalled once 
again that in his estimation it is the Soviet Union which “broke” the “equilibrium” 
between NATO and the Warsaw Pact countries when it began to deploy its 55-20 missiles 


in Furope. 
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Nevertheless, the Socialist prime minister said that Italy favours negotiations and will 
do what it can to aid the two superpowers in attempts to arrive at a compromise solution. 
Craxi believes that the U.S. and the Soviet Union should be able to arrive at an 
agreement by working around the idea of jointly-agreed upon numbers of warheads. 


During the debate, the coalition parties, Social Democrats, Christian Democrats, 
Liberals, Republican, and Socialists had stood compactly behind the prime minister. 


Enrico Berlinguer, secretary of the Communist Party addressed Parliament yesterday, at 
the end of the debate. He advanced the view that the failure of the Geneva disarmament 
talks cannot be placed entirely on the Soviet Union but is to be shared by both 
superpowers, who are guilty in his estimation, of “propagandistic tactics". Berlinguer, 
however, added that in his view it is not too late to give up hope for a compromise 
solution at the Geneva talks. 


He proposed that the Italian Covernment seek a “technical delay” in the deployment of the 
missiles at the Comiso NATO base in Sicily. At the same time, he added, the Soviets 
should be asked to begin the dismantlement of “a significant number of their $S-20's. 

He said that this was a proposal which could help to disentangle the “worrisome situation 
created by the two superpowers which risks involving the entire world in a terrible 
nuclear conflict”. 


Some government coalition members termed Berlinguer’s speech “negative” but Vice-Premier 
Arnaldo Forlani, Christian Democrat, said that the Communist leader had attempted to 
seek “a constructive confrontation". 


As the debate and the voting involved government members and party representatives in 
intense activity, pacifist demonstrators continued marches and sit-ins against 
misstles deployment in Italy. 


ANDREOTTI URGES BETTER U.S.-SYRIA TIES 





AU161606 Rome ANSA in English 1530 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] (ANSA) -- Rome, November 16 -- In the view of Italy's Foreign Minister Giulio 
Andreotti, what is needed in Lebanon is not reprisals but an effort on the part of the 
Americans to recuperate and improve their ties with Syria. Israel, too, can play an 
active part in a peace dialogue with the Arab world, the minister continued, adding that 
Europe's diplomatic and political moves in the Middle East are looked on with respect 

by the Washington administration. 


Theee were the salient points of an interview with Andreotti published today by the 
Milan daily CORRIERE DELLA SERA. 


The minister was asked if he thought the Americans would resort to reprisal action 
would there be a repetition of terrorist activities in Lebanon. Andreotti replied that 
leaving aside the moral issue of reprisals, any such action would only make sense if it 
was possible to attribute the paternity of terrorist acts with certainty. Any reprisal 
against presumed terrorists would be absurd, especially at this stage when all sides 
should be involved in encouraging the reconciliation talks in Geneva, he said, 


Reprisals would not work in favor of the Geneva initiative, especially at a time when 
there is a ceneral feeling that progress is being made there the chief of Italian 
diplomacy went on. He admitted that delegates to the Lebanese national reconciliation 
talks were walking along — not a tightrope -- but a silk thread but all the more 
reason, he said, for all sides to do nothing to make the thread snap. 
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As to the Reagan plan with regard to the Palestinian question, Andreotti said he 
believed it was valid, with a few adjustments. In his view, a masterstroke of 
American diplomacy would be the establishment of good relations with Jordan and 
improved ties with Syria. If, however, this plan envisioned improved relations with 
Amman only as an anti-Syrian move, then it could torpedo the situation rather 

than improve it, especially given Israeli opposition, Andreotti continued. 


As to the struggle within the Palestinian Liberation Organization, Andreotti 

said that the organization's internal autonomy must be respected. “It remains to be 
seen if the PLO wants the ‘Arafat leadership or not, or whether it prefers some form 

of collective leadership at the helm. It is a problem that the Palestinians must solve 
themselves. The important thing is that all sides, Western and Arab, respect the PLO", 
Andreotti said. 


The Italian foreign minister met yesterday in Rome with the new U.S. presidential 
envoy for the Middle East, Donald Rumsfeld. The Italian thought Rumsfeld had a good 
chance of making headway and noted that the Washington admininstration could use a 
success in term of its Mideast policy. 


Washington looks with respect on Europe's diplomatic and political actions in favor 

of Mideast peace because it well knows that the Evropeanswill do nothing to create 
difficulties, he said. On the contrary, Andreotti continued, European action seeks to 
avoid endangering the lives of people, including the lives of the soldiers in the 
multinational force. This line cannot be opposed by anyone who has his head on his 
shoulders, Andreotti said. 


The minister also thought that a certain fatigue, insinuating itself a bit everywhere, 
might even enable Israel to take an active part in a peace dialogue with the Arab 
world, as the Jewish state is no longer involved in the problem of its existence but 


in that of its security, he concluded. 


CRAXI HOLDS TALKS WITH SOMALI DEFENSE MINISTER 





AU162150 Rome ANSA in English 1930 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] (ANSA) — Rome, November 16 -- Premier Bettino Craxi has had an exchange 
of views here with Somalia's first vice president and defense minister, General 
Mohammad Ali Samantar. 





Meeting (7at) the premier's office, the twomen discussed the major causes of 
instability and tension on the African Continent with particular reference to the 
situation in the Horn of Africa. 


General Samantar voiced his government's appreciation for Italy's peace-keeping role 
in the Middle East. 


Both sides stressed the importance of further developing technical cooperation between 
Somalia and Italy. 
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SOARES ON U.S. RELATIONS, SPAIN, EEC, NATO 





PM162019 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 10 Now 63 pp 4-5 


[interview with Portuguese Prime Minister Mario Soares by Juan Luis Cebrian 7 “ovenber 43 
in Lisbon| 


[Text] The 54-year-old Portuguese prime minister, Mario Soares, conversed for | and 1/2 
hours last Monday in Lisbon with the editor of EL PAIS on the bilateral summit between 
Spain and Portugal and the general problems of Iberianiss, Medieterranean socialisn, 
and Portuguese domestic politics. 


Question: Following the Athens meeting, the Spanish foreign minister said that the 
alternative for Portugal, if it did not enter the EEC, could be to become a U.S. 
satellite. What does this statement suggest to you? 


Anewer: I would never say “become a satellite.” Portugal is neither a Puerto Rico 
[literally, “rich port”] nora “poor port.” It is a country with many centuries of history 
and which has its own policy. If Europe closed the door to us or did not accept us -- 
something which I believe it will not do -- Portugal would have to continue. Obviously, 
we have an ally -- the United States -- which could help us, but we would have to seek 
other ways of compensating for the EEC decision. And Japan could also be an ally. 


Question: To what extent could the relations between Portugal and Spain be affected 
if neither one ultimately succeeds in joining the Community? Would they be different? 


Anever: I do not believe so. But, on the other hand, entry into the Common Market would 
facilitate our bilateral relations. 


Question: Is there any possibility of Portugal's entering the EEC and Spain's not 
entering? 


Anewer: No, in the final analysis, but yes as regards the beginning of integration. 

The signing of Portugal's entry into the Common Market could be done immediately -- 

at the beginning of 1984. As regards Spain, the period could be longer -- between now 
and January 1986. Thus there are two rates as regards the timetable. We believe that 
Portugal should enter the EEC during the first half of next year, and I do not believe 
that that will happen in the case of Spain — or at least it will be more difficult. 
Spain still has a more or less 2 year period of adjustment from 1944. During that time 
Spain will necessarily have to conclude its negotiations, so that the two countries 

will be in the EEC in January 1986. 


Question: In the past Portugal has always urged separating its negotiation from that of 
Spain. With the current perspective, was this a correct strategy, or would it have been 
better to negotiate jointly? 


Anewer: It is necessary to separate the wegotiations. The Treaty of Rome says that 
each country has the right to its individual negotiation, and there is no reason for 
Portugal to have to simultaneously discuss its own integration with Spain and with the 
EEC. 


Question: But, the Germans would like it that way.... 


Answer: That is for their ow reasons, not on the basis of the Treaty of Rome. 
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Question: The Spanish secretary of state for relations with the communities has pro- 
posed a joint negotiation or at least a joint stance by the two countries -- Spain and 
Portugal -- in order to attempt to force entry. 






Ansver: Portugal believes that the negotiation should not be held jointly. For poli- 
tical, geostrategic, and economic reasons, Portugal has a right to be an EEC member 
country. It believes that its rights must be discussed and debated on their own 

merits, and not in terms of Spain's difficulties, because otherwise we would fall into 
the mistake which Felipe Gonzalez himself very rightly points out: Portugal could be 
penalized by the EEC because of Spain's difficulties. And there is no justification for 
that, either politically or in accordance with the Treaty of Rome or with morality. 

































“Hypotheses, Pure Hypotheses” 


Question: There is concern in Spain on what is termed Portugal's possible “nucleariza- 
tion” by the Americans.... 


Ansver: That is an issue which somebody discussed in the Spanish Cortes and of which 
I heard with surprise, because there is nothing to that issue. Neither this nor pre- 
vious governments have ever adopted a measure aimed at nuclearization. 


Question: But is there a possibility that Portugal will change its current situation 
and in fact become nuclearized with NATO? 


Answer: No, we have never spoken to that effect. That problem has never been dis- 
cussed, nor do I believe that it will be discussed. I do not know what point there is 
in raising a nonexistent problem. They are hypotheses, pure hypotheses. 


Question: Could there be a change in the Atlantic command if Spain remains in NATO 
with Portugal becoming integrated into a joint European or Iberian command? 





Answer: Felipe Gonzalez has been categorical on that aspect: He has said no. I do 
not deny that this problem has weight, but I do not believe that it is immediate. 


Question: Does Portugal have a special or specific stance on Spain and NATO? Is there 
anything that distinguishes it from the rest of the allies? 


Answer: I do not believe so. We are following the process of Spain's entry with 
interest. We can see the reasons for the cautiousness of the Spanish Government and 
people. We already had a different position. Portugal has been and will remain an 
active member of the Atlantic alliance. 


Question: Does the Portuguese Government now view an Atlantic alliance without Spain 
with concern? 


Answer: That hypothesis has remained a reality from 1959 up to the present. Spain 
has never been in NATO, and that has not posed special problems to NATO. It had 
bilateral agreements with the United States which to some extent made up for it. 


Question: Both in the Common Market and in NATO can there be a process of greater 
Iberian integration? Can there be talk of an Iberian unity in some sense within the 


European system? 


Answer: The word “Iberian” creates an ambiguity which worries me. I would say that 
cooperation between Spain and Portugal must be sought. 


Question: Why does the word "Iberian" create ambiguity? 
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Ansver: Because “Iberian” is a whole which does not imply two nations, when there are 
two countries on this peninsula which have always comprised it: one is called Spain and 
the other Portugal. 


Question: Let us imagine that neither your country nor mine enters the EEC, although 
they remain in NATO; regardless of the fact that Portugal could find greater U.S. or 
Japanese support, Felipe Gonzalez said that Spain had other alternatives. What could 
they be, in your opinion? 


Answer: There lies the nub of the issue, and in order to be able to answer your 
question I would have to know what Spain's alternatives are. If Felipe Gonzalez is 
referring to moving closer to the United States, that would be one thing; if Spain 
embarked on a path which represented some kind of retaliation against Europe or even 
withdrew from NATO because of being denied entrance into the EEC, that would obviously 
mean problems and difficulties for our own s tuation. 


Question: Let us imagine that there is an alternative as regards Latin America. Could 
mot a more modern concept of “Iberianism” be created there? 


Answer: Cooperation between Spain and Portugal as regards Latin America is something 
that we should consider, but it in no way constitutes a sentiment conflicting with the 
integration of Spain and Portugal into the EEC. The Common Market is an economic 
reality, while the Latin American market is only a project because of the possibilities 
which it offers. The possibility of the Latin American market is no alternative to 
integration into the EEC. 


Question: When there is talk in Spain of problems with Portugal, these exclusively 
concern fisheries and the trade balance. Will these be basic issues at the coming 
summit? 


Ansver: Fisheries and the balance of trade are two specific sectors in which there are 
difficulties and in which Portuguese and Spanish interests vie with each other, but there 
are other important aspects which are complementary. for instance, there is complementar- 
iness in the effort at industrial development. There is complementariness, or there 

could be, in the aspect of possible Portuguese investments in Spain and vice versa, with 
organizations to channel those investments. There is cultural complementariness with 

the setting up of a Spanish Institute in Lisbon and of a Portuguese Institute in Madrid 
for the first time. 


Question: Is it possible that some specific solution to the fisheries issue will 
emerge from the summit? 


Ansver: I hope that we will reach an agreement. What we want regarding this highly 
important issue of fisheries and what is important is the creation of a new kind of 
relation between our countries and real cooperation, perhaps through the setting up of 
joint enterprises. Because, just as it is said that the Common Market -- the idea of 
Europe -- must not be subordinate to how many tomatoes we sell or purchase, cooperation 
between Portugal and Spain must not be subordinate to fisheries. 


Question: Is Portugal prepared to accept Spanish ships fishing within its 12 miles 
territorial water range? 


Answer: Certainly not, because we believe that it is not normal for a nation to accept 
a country fishing in its territorial waters. This is a kind of discussion which we 
cannot accept, and I hope that our friends, the Spanish people, will understand this. 
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Question: Returning to the Iberian concept, could this whole issue suzzest an 
association or integration of Portugal and Spain similar to that of the Benelux countries 


Answer: it is still too early to consider that kind of scheme, but it is necessary to 
take specific steps in relations and establish ties which will develop our relationship. 
However, I believe that there is a certain kind of Benelux-type formula which is 
feasible. They are formulas which could be of some interest at the level of imaginary 
coexistence, but they could also be paralyzed or create a split. Spain must not forget 
that Portugal has historical grounds for feeling distrustful. I believe that this is 
rather outmoded and is in no way justified, but in order to surmount this distrust it 

is necessary to be cautious and not use over-imaginative formulas. 


Question: How could Portugal's current economic structure, which is so nationalized, 
be influenced by its possible entry into the EEC? Will it not be necessary to change 
it, even in order to strengthen relations with spain? 


Answer: The current Portuguese economic structure is not so nationalized. There are 
countries such as Austria and Italy where the public sector’s importance {ig greater. 
Now, with the laws which we have recently approved, there are sectors which could be 
reprivatized. 


“Our Political Stances DoNot Differ Greatly” 
Question: So will there be an internal evolution in the Portuguese public sector? 


Answer: There will be an evolution without constitutional changes, since the new 
constitution is sufficently flexible to include those hypotheses without needing to 
devise anew legal framework. Our framework was delineated by its authors as a market 
economy and mixed economy system, witha public sector and a private sector which gust 
gain confidence in itself. 


Question: Felipe Gonzalez is facing the paradoxical situation that it is a Socialist 
government which must carry out an industrial reconversion which primarily affects the 
public sector. Perhaps the Portuguese Government has a similar problem; that it is the 
Socialists who must denationalize the economy.... 


Answer: Yes, obviously, it is so. The political stances which our two governments hold 
do not differ greatly; we coincide in moments of crisis, and the economy's recovery by 
modernizing very similar sectors is necessary. Moreover, the two countries have state 
structures largely originated by the immobilist dictatorships which we experienced. The 
difference is that there was the 1974 revolution in Portugal, which strongly influenced 
our economic structure, “nd which bas aspects which could be regarded as specific to 

the Portuguese problem, whereas that revolution did not occur in Spain. For that reason 
we are currently undergoing extraordinary pressure on the deficit, despite the fact 

that some of the consequences of the events of the hot summer of 1975 were already 
surmounted in 1978, during the first period of socialist government. Now the 

essential thiuz is to restore the financial balance, control the deficit, which has 
already been appreciably reduced, and prepare Portugal for its economic relaunch, which 
in our case depends on the computer science revolution and technological innovation. 





Question: How are the Portuguese people accepting the economic austerity measures, and 
how could the government coalition be affected by the social protests? 
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Ansver: The seasures which we have adopted are tough. We have reduced subsidies and 
limited collective bargaining below inflation. It is tough, but it is unavoidable -- 
and people know this -- in order to achieve economic recovery, and they also know that 
it is mot something specific to Portugal. In Greece, Italy, and Spain the austerity 
policies are essential. Of course, the Communist Party is attempting to exploit the 
situation, stir up social discontent, and destabilize, but nothing can be done to that 
end. Political stability is a basic prerequisite for the economic relaunch, and the 
coalition enjoys good health and will endure. 


Question: Couldn’t the coalition be broken if you run for the presidency of the 
Republic? 


Ansver: It is premature to speak of that. No decision on the matter needs to be taken 
until the spring of 1985. There is a prior task to be performed -- the economic 
recovery. 


Question: And could not the coalition be broken by internal problems in the Social 
Democratic Party [PSD]? 


Answer: It is likely that there are currently some difficulties of a general nature 
in the PSD, but I believe that there is universal acceptance of Mota Pinto's leadership. 


“armed Forces Obey Political Power” 
Question: Are the Armed Forces no longer a problem for Portuguese political stability? 


Answer: The Armed Ferces have a long tradition of obedience to political power. It is 
true that some elements, for reasons stemming from the revolution, constitute a kind of 
pol.ticomilitary superstructure which survives despite the institutional reforms. In 
a44' ion, there are obviously some military personnel who are concerned over what they 
cali the future of the 25 April [1974] experiment -- the purity of the revolution. I 
believe that the purity of the revolution is precisely the original purity of 25 April, 
whose basic idea is freedom and pluralist democracy. That is the purity of the 
revolution, not what happened from the end of March 1975 until 25 November. The original 
revolutionary conception was recovered on that debate. 


Question: Since we are talking about revolutionary purity and the fact that Portugal 
has a public sector with peculiar characteristics, that was innerited from the 
dictatorship, where would the Portuguese Socialist Party place itself in the European 
controversy on whether there should be a larger public sector and hence more state con- 
trol, or greater liberalization of the economy and of the public sector itself? 


Answer: We have a very clear experience of the problems of excessive state centrali- 
zation, and to this effect I believe that it is important to effect a greater liberali- 
zation. 


Question: So what would be, what is, socialism in present-day Europe? 


Ansver: In my opinion, socialism is above all social justice and freedom, and citizens’ 
participation in the life of the state, society, and enterprises. And it is also 
decentralization and consultation: a system which must enhance democracy and the 
economic, social, and cultural levels and promote solidarity. 


Question: Don't you believe that the protectionism of the southern European countries 
in which there are socialist governments could harm that idea of socialism’ 
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Answer: Socialism is solidarity, and protectionism is the reverse of solidarity. 
Socialism will have to be less protectionist, and it will realize that the world’s 
common problems at the end of this century -- the problems of the North-South dialogue, 
disarmament, and peace -- will have to be tackled in some way with greater dialogue and 
solidarity. 


Question: However, that solidarity was not at all evident at the Athens meeting of the 
socialist leaders of southern Europe in October. 


Ansver: No, solidarity is difficult; it is difficult to cast aside those national 
interests which are represented. it is difficult for Gonzalez to set aside Spanish 
problems and interests -- for instance, those of the shipowners in the case of 

fisheries -- and it is difficult for myself to set aside Portuguese interests, to 
continue the example, the Portuguese fishermen’s interests and rights. Sut we must find 
a response with greater international solidarity. 


“We Socialists Are Men of Dialogue” 


Question: And is there not a danger that it will then be said that solidarity is more 
difficult for socialist Europe than for conservative Europe? 


Answer: That hypothesis has been used at certain moments as an argument in debate. I 
challenged Pierre Mauroy in Athens by telling him that Mitterrand’s France cannot behave 
worse with Gonzalez’ Spain than Giscard’s France did with Karamanlis' Greece. But the 
fact is that we socialists are men of dialogue. I am certain that we will find the 
formula. 


Question: In conclusion, returning to the Portuguese-Spanish summit, are there hopes 
of some specific agreement or only of declarations of friendship? 


Ansver: I hope that there will be a broad agreement, a joint declaration which will 
mark a new era in relations between the two countries, and an implementation of the 
treaty signed in Madrid between Prime Minister Suarez and myself. But at the same 
time, | hope and wish that there will be certain agreements regarding matters such as 
technology, culture, touriem, railroads, borders, and also fisheries and trade in that 
declaration. There are two kinds of family in Portugal: those who look at Spain with 
distrust and concern, and those who admire and coexist with Spanish culture. I believe 
that I belong to the latter — to the family of those who love Spain's art, civilization, 
and ways of life. And 1 believe that the more numerous and stronger the ties between 
our two countries, the more important it will be in fact to emphasize Portuguese 
individuality. 


GAMA ON EEC; GOVERNMENT RECEIVES UK SUPPORT 


LP161056 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 2330 GMT 15 Nov 83 


{Text] Britain today reaffirmed its backing for Portugal's entry into the EEC. In a 
letter addressed to Mario Soares, Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher said she shared the 
hope that the current negotiations will be completed in the first half of 1984. Margaret 
Thatcher said that Britain backs Portugal's and Spain's desire to be admitted into the 
Community by | January 1986. 


This is London's reply to a letter addressed by the Lisbon Government on 31 October to 
all EEC member states. Portugal appealed in it for a quick conclusion to the current 
negotiations. 











RT 
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In another development, the Portuguese foreign minister speaking in Cape Verde toca» 
said that EEC membership is one of the vectors of his government's foreign policy. 
Speaking during his first round of meetings with his Cape Verdean counterpart in the 
course of his 6-day official visit to the island republic, Jaime Gams said that 
despite being a member of NATO and wanting to join the European Commmity, Portugal 
has a policy of nonautomatic alignment. This explains our relations with Brazil, 
Africa, the Arab countries, and Latin America, he said. 


Jaime Gama, currently on the island of Sao Vincente, proposed at this first round of 
meetings with the Cape Verdean Government, that an impetus be given to cooperation 
betveen the two countries, namely, in the economic, industrial, tilitary, and cultural 
fields. 


BRIEFS 


CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT WITH MOZAMBIQUE -- The Portuguese naval construction firm 
Setenave has announced that it would be providing technical assistance to Mozambique's 
shipyard in the city-port of Beira, for an additional 2 years. With the technica! 
assistance provided by the Setubal-based ship repair firm under an earlier agreement, 
its Beira counterpart was able to rebuild one of the dry-dock’s sluice gates, 
partially wrecked in an act of sabotage. The agreement, renewed for an additiona! 

2 years this June, has now been ratified by the Mozambique Government. [Excerpts ) 
[Lisbon in Portuguese to Europe 1300 GMT 12 Nov 83 LD] 
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NORWEC LAN-SWEDISH ARMS COOPERATION PACT SICNED 





PM151743 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 10 Now 83 p 32 
[Unattributed report: “Norwegian-Swedish Agreement”) 


[Text] Im the next few years, Sweden and Norway will strengthen their cooperation in 
the exchange of ailitary materiel supplies. Yesterday the defense ministers from the 
two countries, Anders Thunborg [Sweden] and Anders C. Sjaastad, signed a long-term 
cooperation agreement which will initially cover the next 15 years. A major objective 
of the new agreement is to create balance in the deliveries of military materiel 
between the two countries. 


When the agreement was signed yesterday morning and made public, both the Swedish and 
Norwegian delegations were very reluctant to hint at concrete areas covered by the 

new agreement. It was stressed that every individual cooperation project must be 

agreed upon on the basis that it is competitive in terms of both price and suitability 
when compared with materiel from other countries. In the light of the similarities 
between the two countries’ military technology, geography, and climate, it is hoped that 
the cooperation between the two Nordic countries can be developed. 


"It is impossible to say how much this new agreement could be worth in kroner and ore,” 
Defense Minister Anders C. Sjaastad said. “Our hope and objective is that it will help 
to increase mutual trade. But this is not only an agreement on the sale and purchase 

of military materiel; it also attaches great importance to possible close cooperation in 
research and the development of equipment.” 


In the light of the fact thet Sweden's production of military materiel is considerably 
greater than Norway's, Sjaastad said that it could happen that Norway will supply 
materiel which cannot strictly be defined as military equipment in order to achieve 
the agreement's objective of a balance in joint trade. 


Both the Swedish and Norwegian defense ministers see the agreement as a challenge to 
industry in the two countries to discover suitable products and development areas where 
a foundation for close cooperation can be created. Swedish Defense Minister Anders 
Thunborg made special mention of electronics and missile technology as Norwegian products 
in which the Swedish defense forces are interested. 


A joint commission will be set up to see that the agreement's objective of balance is 
met. The intention is for this commission to meet once 4 year. 


FINLAND 
LE MONDE INTERVIEWS KOIVISTO ON EUROPEAN SECURITY 





vyM151152 Paris LE MONDE in French 11 Nov 83 pp 27, 3i 


{Interview with Finnish President Mauno Koivisto by Amber Bousoglou — date and place 
not given) 


[Excerpts] Question: You are well-acquainted with the Soviet leaders and are the 
first Western leader to have had several meetings with Mr Andropov. What do you think 
of the recent deterioration in East-West relations over the Euromissiles’ 
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Answer: A great step forward was taken when Mr Andropov stated that the USSK was 
prepared to destroy, to dismantle its superfluous Euromissiles. It is true that 
discussions are still going on as to what exactly the destruction of missiles, launch 
platforms, and vehicles means in each zone. 


There are three difficult questions. Should we or should we not -- and if so how -- 
take the French and British missiles into account? The second problem is that President 
Reagan has promised the Japanese (the Chinese too, it seems) to ensure that the Soviet 
SS-20 missiles are not redeployed to Asia. Mr Andropov has said that if an agreement 
were reached, and if the USSR agreed to reduce its Euromissiles, he would be prepared 
to dismantle the surplus SS-20 missiles and not transfer them to Asia. The third 
question is that of nuclear-capable aircraft. President Reagan says he is prepared 

to include them in the SALT negotiations. 


These are all steps toward an agreement. But at the same time, the tone of the 
discussion is very tough. When the atmosphere is as bad as this, it is difficult to 
conduct negotiations. That atmosphere must be substantially improved. 


Question: You told the UN General Assembly that your country would not accept nuclear 
arms on its territory under any circumstances. Is there any ambiguity on this subject? 


Answer: We have had an academic discussion on this subject in Finland: from the legal 
viewpoint, nuclear weapons could be deployed on our territory in certain circumstances. 
That is why I repeated to the United Nations what I have always said to our Parliament. 
But if a nuclear-free zone becomes a reality in northern Europe, that will solve this 
problem from the legal viewpoint, and not just from the political viewpoint (footnote: 
last winter, a debate on this subject was initiated by academics related to clauses in 
the friendship treaty with the USSR which, legally, do not rule out the possibility of 
the deployment of nuclear arms on Finnish territory. To end any ambiguity. Mr Koivisto 
solemnly stated at the end of parliament's winter session in March that "Finland will 
not authorize anybody to deploy nuclear arms on its territory,” and that “the idea that 
the USSR might impose such arms on us is an offense to our neighbor”). 





Question: Following Swedish maneuvers relating to the interception of cruise missiles, 
a Soviet officer, General Tatarnikov, told the newspaper DAGENS NYHETER of 7 October 
that “In a crisis, the Soviet Army would consider that violations of Swedish air space 
by Euromissiles would make Sweden a belligerent and not a neutral state.” Do you 
think that that applies to Finland too? 


Answer: This is a new problem, since cruise missiles did not exist before. But, 
fundamentally, it is the old problem which neutral countries have to face with regard 
to warring states. To invade France, German troops crossed Belgium. France and 
Britain were prepared -- if the Finnish Government, then at war with the USSR, so 
requested -- to send it reinforcements by sending French and British detachments across 
the territories of Norway and Sweden, which were then neutral states.... 


The new aspect of the problem lies in the existence of weapons which travel at a 
moderate speed and altitude, like the cruise missiles, which in principle it should be 
possible to shoot down. Ballistic missiles do not pose the same problem. But 
obviously missiles fired from submarines or aircraft could place us in the same 
hypothetical case. Nonetheless, a neutral country ought to be capable of defending 
its own territory in order, if possible, to prevent the use of any small part of that 
territory. 
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Question: Is that why you have strengthened your defense, especially in the north? 


Answer: Yes. I said in Norway last year that we had strengthened our defense 
capability in Lapland to calm our neighbors. If those neighbors know that we have 

a military presence there which we can strengthen rapidly if necessary, that there is 
no military vacuum there, which could moderate and calm them. Because, if we are 
strong, it becomes possible for them not to strengthen their ¢Croops and installations, 
hence, greater stability in the region. 


Question: What do you think of the possible creation of a nuclear-free zone in 
northern Europe? 


Answer: We have taken care not to define our approach to the problem too precisely. 

On the other hand, the current Swedish Government's line seems well-defined: that zone 
should, in its view, cover the territories of the countries which accepted such an 
arrangement. Those countries ought thus to take their decision before anything else. 
In this hypothesis, these ideas could not be implemented without the agreement of the 
countries which possess nuclear weapons. 


There is another problem: if there are two neutral countries (Sweden and Finland) and 
two which belong to NATO (Demmark and Norway), policing [equipment] will not be 
adequately guaranteed. Some Swedes and Norwegians have suggested including additional 
regions in the zone in one way or another or making arrangements on the Soviet side. 
For instance, it has been requested that some missiles which might be used against a 
particular country be withdrawn from the region. 


The Baltic ought to have a different status. It ought not to be part of the nuclear- 
free zone's territory, but ought to be the subject of a special agreement. 


That is where the USSR comes onto the scene. In 1981, érezhnev had said that he was 
prepared to discuss proposals put forward by the Norwegians and Swedes. At the 
beginning of this year, Mr Andropov said that the USSR was prepared for a "serious 
examination...." But the Russians took care not to define their position. They simply 
said they were prepared to listen to the Nordic countries’ suggestions and to envisage 
discussions on this subject. 


Question: What effect has the deterioration in East-West relations had on relations 
among the Nordic countries, and between Finland and the USSR? 


Answer: The state of East-West relations has not changed our relations with the USSR 
or with the Nordic countries: they are the same as they have always been. 


Question: Has there been a new style of relations between Finland and the USSR since 
you replaced Mr Kekkonen and since Mr Andropov replaced Leonid Brezhnev? 


Answer: Relations are essentially as they were before. I said that I would watch 
over — and I am watching over -- that legacy. To judge the style, it would be 
necessary to be able to look back at it, and we cannot do that yet. 


Question: What is the state of your country's economy? 
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Ansver: Our inflation is higher than in other West European countries, but it is not 
the worst. Our rate is average, at less than 10 percent. Unemployment is between 5 
and 6 percent of the working population. There are countries in which it is higher. 

We have an overall trade deficit, but our position has been so strong for several 

years that we have control over our foreign debt; it is one cf the lowest compared with 
per capita national income. 


Question: What is the state of your trade with the USSK? 


Answer: We have a great advantage there, because world oil prices have fallen and 
consumption has dropped (the latter is now increasing slightly). When the oil price 
increased several years ago, we had a trade deficit with the USSR for around 14 months. 
That is why our exports have increased rapidly since then and our accounts are now 
largely in the black. 


We have said many times that we are trying to balance that trade at the highest level. 
It is always possible to reduce an imbalance by reducing the volume of business. but 
our industries want to continue to sell. I think that this problem should be solved 
gradually, and not by radical measures. 


Question: What do you hope your visit to France will achieve? 


Answer: During his journey to Japan, President Mitterrand paid a brief call just after 
my election, but our meeting was very short. In view of France's very independent 
policy, it will be very interesting for me to have detailed talks with President 
Mitterrand and the members of his government. There are some bilateral questions to be 
examined. The main problem we will examine will obviously be the major current 
international crises. I also met with President Mitterrand in New York. That was a 
short, 30-minute meeting; just time to exchange a few views and gain a few impressions. 
That is why I am looking forward to this forthcoming meeting. 


FINNISH-POLISH CBAMBER OF COMMERCE SEMINAR HELD 





PM111014 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in Swedish 9 Nov 83 p 15 
["M.K." report: “Foreign Investors Will Have Cheap Labor" | 


{Text] Poland points to its low labor costs in its endeavors to win more foreign 
investments. To fill gaps in its own market, and at the same time to garner support 
in making the zountry's economic life more effective and improve foreign trade, 
increased efforts have recently been made to persuade foreign companies to set up in 
the country in some way or other. 


The question was touched on on Tuesday [8 November] when a seminar was arranged in 
Helsinki by the Finnish-Polish Chamber of Commerce on the 60th anniversary of the first 
trade and shipping agreement between Finland and Poland. Prof Czeslaw Lesniak, 
secretary general of Poland's Polonia Chamber of Industry and Commerce, said that 
people in Poland are hoping for success in their endeavors to attract investments 
through the combination of their own low labor costs and foreign contacts with 
marketing expertise and modern technology from abroad. 


For companies based on foreign capital, he thought that the chemical industry, the 
foodstuffs sector, and the production of construction materials would be suitable 
areas of activity. He said that these are sectors where emal! and medium-sized 
companies could work effectively. 


For companies which do not want to go in for independent production, he recommended 
cooperation with large state-owned Polish industries -- a combination of cheap labor 
plus factories with modern equipment and modern Western technology. 
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Here he polnted to the automobile industry, the tool-making industry, agricultural 
machinery, and industries producing various kinds of structures. 


Up to the middle of 1983, permission had been granted for over 500 foreign investzents 
in Poland. The turnover of compenies with foreign capital amounted to around 20 
billion zloty in the first half of the year and exports totaled $44 miliion. A law 
from 1942 contains regulations covering, for example, the export of profits and 
exemption from duty on the Import of machines and other investment goods. 


Director Adam Martowski from the Foreign Trade Ministry spoke in support of cooperation 
with the Kemppi company in Finland. He also spoke of his belief in the possibility of 
joint cooperation in third countries, such as Latin and Central America, in the fields 
of mining and shipbuilding, for example. 





USSK LOWERS OL PRICE; EFFECT ON IMPORTS UNKNOWN 





LD151635 Helsinki! Domestic Service in Finnish 1700 GMT 15 Nov 63 


[Sumary! The USS® has lowered its ofl price to $29.1 per barrel, according to London 
sources. “Neste noted that the lowering of the price of Soviet ofl does not 
automatically mean that the ofl Imported to Pinland will become correspondingly cheaper, 
but will be decided on separately.” 


— — — 


COVERNMENT: CYPRIOT UDI WILi. HAMPER SETTLEMENT 








LD151445 Stockholm Domestic Service in Swedish 1700 GMT 15 Nov 83 


[Text] The Swedish Government has made a statement on the Turkish Cypriots unilateral 
declaration of independence [UDI] in the northern part of Cyprus. The statement says 
that the action can only hamper a negotiated settlement to the Cyprus conflict. The 
goveroment stressed that a solution to the conflict must be based on the resolutions 
adopted by the UN General Assembly and Security Council. 


ENVOY TO PERU RECALLED APTER CRITICISM 





PM111438 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 9 Nov 83 p 16 
[Thorwald Olsson report: “Foreign Ministry: Melin To Be Recalled”] 


[Text] Forelgn Minister Lennart Bodetrom has confirmed to DAGENS NYHETER that the 
Peruvian Government has expressed ite displeasure with Swedish Ambassador Cai Melin's 
remarks “in private contexts.” We is therefore being recalled and stationed in 
Stockholm from the New Year. 


"Melin ie not being declared persona non grata, but according to accepted international 
principles, an ambassador is relocated when a country expresses criticism like this,” 
Bertil Jobeus of the Porelgn Ministry press service told DACENS NYHETER. 


Foreign Miniater Bodstrom did not go into detail about what Ambassador Melin is claimed 
to have sald which caused such irritation in Peru's military government. 


A replacement will be chosen at a later date and no further statements on the affair 
were to be had from the Porelign Miniatry yesterday evening. 


"Cal Melin is being stationed in Stockholm and will be replaced when the situation has 
been reviewed. lis second-in-command is Embassy Secretary Sven Wenhammar. We have a 
pretty omall representation in Peru's capital, Lima,” Bertil Jobeus said. 
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CREEPY ‘O)-AHEAD' POR TALKS WITH TURKEY AWAITED 


— ee — — — — —— — — — —— — — —— — — — — — 


LD161942 London PRESS ASSOCIATION tn English 18624 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Excerpt] Britain is waiting for the go-ahead from Greece for talks with Turkey over the 
Cyprus crisis, Foreign Office spokesman Lord Trefzarne announced in the Lords tonight. 


Confirming that Mre Thatcher is to meet Greek Cypriot President Kiprianou tomorrow in 
London, for talks over the Turkish-Cypriot declaration of independence in the north of 
the island, Lord Trefgarne said Turkey had already ayreed to the consultations in certain 
circumstances. 


“We hope for a formal response from the Greek Government later today,” said Lord 
Trefgarne in a debate on the situation. “We very much regret Turkey's decision to 
recognise the so-called state. The next step must be consultations with the guarantor 
power. We will consider further action in the light of those consultations. And we 
must ask if whatever we do will help find a solution to the problem or push it further 
away.” 


Lord Trefgarne said Britain was seeking an early meeting of the Security Council and 
had circulated a draft document deploring the Turkish-Cypriot action. Lord Trefgarne 
stressed that the U.S. Administration shared Britain's dismay “at the purported declara- 
tion of independence.” 


There was no reason to believe the developments were a direct threat to the safety of 
British citizens on the island. “But we are watching the situation very carefully. 
There are about 200 British citizens in the North of Cyprus”, Lord Trefgarne said. 


“Our main objective must be to attempt to secure a reversal of the action of the Turkish 
Cypriots and we must continue to give our firm support to the UN Secretary General -- 
Perez de Cuellar -- who has all along played a key role in the search for a solution 

to the Cyprus problem. We are in close touch with him. We are standing ready to do 
anything which he considers might help. But at the same time we shall discourage any 
action which will lead to a deterioration of the situation on the ground in Cyprus. 


“The last few days have been bad ones for the island. We remain convinced that a solu- 
tion can and must be found", Lord Trefgarne said. “It will be found only when the two 
communities are prepared to say they are willing and flexible to make progress.” 





CYPRUS’ KIPRIANOU INTERVIEWED ON DENKTAS, UDI 


TA1710%6 London BBC World Service in English 0915 OMT 17 Now 83 


{Interview by BBC correspondent Ceraldine Marshal with Spiros Kiprianou, president of 
the Republic of Cyprus; date and place not given -- recorded] 


[Text] [Kiprianou] Well, first of all the action taken has to be reversed. It is some- 
thing which is incompatible completely with the resolutions of the United Nations, with 
international lav, with the Charter of the United Nations. This is an action which is 
taken not only by Mr Denktas but also by Turkey, in fact, because of the fact that 37 
percent of the territory of Cyprus is under Turkish occupation. 








to 
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This is something that cannot be tolerated by the international community. It is a blow 
to the efforts for a peaceful solution to the Cyprus problem. It has been proved, beyond 
any doubt, that the whole purpose of the Turkish invasion in 1974 was really to partition 
Cyprus, to destroy the independence, the sovereignty, and the unity of the Republic of 
Cyprus. 


[Marshal] You say that Mr Denktas, by this action, has excluded any sort of settlement 
until it is reversed. And yet he says that you have killed any possibility of a nego- 
tiated settlement by making fun of him and his ideas for negotiatine for a federation on 
equal terms. How would you answer that? 


{[Kiprianou] Mr Denktas said that he declared the independent state, in other words, 
secession really. It is a completely illegal situation. Without the occupation of 
Turkey that would have been impossible. Denktas [words indistinct] that he wanted to 
negotiate as if the negotiations are between two separate states. This is totally inad- 
missible. We have been trying through negotiations for so long. But it has not been 
possible to make any progress because of this stand and position of Turkey and Mr 
Denktas, which has now been established beyond any doubt as far as their intentions. As 
a matter of fact, the secretary general of the United Nations himself was in the process 
of very serious consultations regarding a meeting between Mr Denktas and myself, as pro- 
posed by Mr Denktas, and then suddenly Mr Denktas did this and destroyed this effort of 
the secretary general of the United Nations. But to be quite clear about it, we cannot 
do anything or act in any way that, either directly or indirectly, might mean recognition 
or consent to what has happened in Cyprus. 


We have always been for the unity of the country. Therefore, it is obvious that we 
wanted always a peaceful solution. They have been for division of the country. That is 
why they have uprooted the populations from their houses and their lands when invading 
Cyprus in 1974. We have been working for unity and they have been working for division. 
This is more than obvious to anyone, even to anyone who is not really very much knowledg- 
able of the situation in Cyprus. 


[Marshal] Mr Denktas says that unless a settlement is negotiated, negotiated on terms 
acceptable to the Turkish community in Cyprus, then northern Cyprus will remain indepen- 
dent. Do you think it is feasible that Cyprus can exist as two separate parts?’ 


{[Kiprianou] What was the purpose cf declaring independence? In order to blackmail us? 


Whether it is a blackmail or whether it is a real intention, and I believe it is real 
intention, that has been the plan all along. It is rejected by us completely, and it 
should be rejected. As a matter of fact, up to now all the reactions are of universal 
condemnation by all of the international community. 


[Marshal] What sort of pressure will you be putting on Mr Denktas and his Turkish com- 
munity to reverse the action of declaring an independent state? 


[Kiprianou] It is not a question of pressure. It is a question of the demands from us 
to the international community to take concrete and active steps to terminate this 
intolerable situation. And, of course, we are in consultation with many governments in 


the world. 
{(Marshal] Would you ever consider resorting to military action? 


[Kiprianou] No, it is not our intention to resort to military action. We are relying on 
the determination of the international community to put an end to this intolerable situa- 


tion. 
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DENKTAS STOPS OVER ON WAY TO UN MEETING 
LD161953 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1937 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] At Heathrow tonight the Turkish Cypriot leader Rauf Denktas on his way to the 
United Nations said: “I was amazed and astounded at Britain’s reaction to our declara- 
tion of independence. S8ritain should have said there was no objection at all to partner- 
ship government. Cyorus is as much our country as it is the Greeks.” 


He said that the Turkish-Cypriot declaration had “given us the identity of which we were 
robbed.” We said: “I have no regrets about the decision. We are determined to be rec- 
ognized and the reaction to what we did was misinformed and preiudged. 


“Now we believe we are on the right road. If we had not stood up now we could have been 
thrown into the sea. At least now we will swim -- we won't sink. And we hope that if 
necessary we will have military backing from Turkey.” 


Turkey Not Informed of Declaration 
TA171005 London BBC World Service in English 0915 GMT 17 Nov 83 


[Interview with President of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus Rauf Denktas by BBC 
correspondent Geraldine Marshal, before his departure for New York; place not given -- 
recorded] 


[Text] [Denktas] I don’t think many people know that the Turkish People of Cyprus, who 
cofounded the Republic of Cyprus with the Greeks on terms of equality in 1960, were re- 
jected by force of arms from the partnership administration in 1963, and were not allow- 
ed to go back and to be rehabilitated in any organ of the state or of the government 
since then. We have not been in the legislative assembly, we have not been in the ex- 
ecutive, in the judiciary, in the police force, or in any other organ. And all these 
organs which were taken over by Greek Cypriots, contrary to the constitution, have been 
used against my people for 20 years now. 


[Marshal] Hut the United Nations and other people have been trying for a negotiated peace- 
ful settlement. Doesn't your action now preclude that taking place? 


[Denktas] Yes, but the net negotiating process was killed by Mr Kiprianou when he went to 
the General Assembly and got this resolution. And ever since we have been trying to re- 
start the negotiations. I asked for a summit meeting. And Mr Perez de Cuellar was try- 
ing to arrange this summit meeting, but Mr Kiprianou has been making fun of me and fun of 
my idea of a summit meeting by constantly delaying it, by alleging that he needs a big 
agenda, a well prepared agenda, in order to solve all the household problems of Cyprus. 


[Marshal] So, vou haven't said no to further negotiations. It is just that they must be 
on your terms. 


[Denktas] No, No. Om the contrary, now we shall be helping in the direction of a negoti- 
ated federalism by asserting our right of equality in a way which they cannot fail to 
see and understand. 


(Marshal! And vet the Greeks have always argued that because the Greeks in Cyprus and 
the Turks in Cyprus aren't represented in equal proportion, they can never come to the 
negotiating table on equal terms. The proportions, I think, are one-fifth to four- 
fifths. What do vou think of that? 
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[Denktas] It is ome fourth. We are 25 percent, almost. But it is this approach to the 
problem which prevents a solution. If a people, because they are numerically many, 
decide that the numerically less, who are different from them in language, in religion, 
in race, in political aspirations, in everything, should be dominated by the numerically 
many and should be made their subjects just because of that numerical strength, then this 
is neither democracy, nor [word indistinct], nor justice. 


[Marshal] The decision just taken was made by the Turkish Cypriots. But to what extent 
does it have the backing of the Government of Turkey? 


[Denktas] I am afraid we have been guilty of somewhat a fait accompli against Turkey. 
We did this deliberately because we wanted to avoid Turkey being held responsible for 
our actions and we did this in the transitional period when one government is going out 
and the new government has not yet come in, so that the new government would not be 
accused. 


[Marshal] Are you saying, then, that you acted completely without prior consultation 
with Turkey? 


[Denktas] I have been threatening since 1975 for declaring our statehood. But Turkey 
always prevented me by saying "No, the negotiating process can still continue and we are 
still hopeful.” 


[Marshal] This move by you, is it then a realistic move actually looking to the future 
and seeing yourself as an independent state? Or was it inside a ploy to put yourself on 
a more equal footing with the Greek Cypriots in negotiations? 


{[Denktas] It is realistic if the Greek Cypriots will never accept us as their equals 
and will not agree to form a federal system. But it can be used in order to advance the 
process of negotiations if the Greek Cypriot side is really willing to restart a partner- 
ship state with us. 


Further Statements 
LD162138 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 2043 GMT 16 Nov 83 
[by Tom McMullan, PA diplomatic correspondent ] 


[Text] Britain's refusal to recognise the new Turkish-Cypriot state was attacked in 
London tonight by its leader Mr Rauf Denktas. Mr Denktas, on a brief stopover at 
Heathrow on his way to the United Nations in New York said: "I was amazed and astounded 
by Britain's reaction to our declaration of independence. We have been at the wrong end 
of the stick for 20 years. Britain should have said there was no objection at all to 
partnership government.” 


Mr Denktas was given “normal facilities and courtesies" at the airport, a Foreign 
Office spokesman said. But he made clear that this was in recognition of Mr Denktas's 
position “as vice-president of the Republic of Cyprus and leader of the Turkish-Cypriot 
community on the island,” not as leader of the new state. 


However, representatives of the Turkish Embassy and Turkish-Cypriots in London travelled 
to the airport to greet hin. 


Mr Denktas had no talks with any British minister or official, said the Foreign Office. 
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Mr Spiros Kiprianou, president of Cyprus, also flies into London tomorrow on his way to 
the United Nations where he will back moves for a special debate on the independence 
declaration. He will have talks with Mrs Thatcher at Downing Street, and is also due to 
meet Foreign Secretary Sir Cecffrey Howe. According to Cypriot officials Mr Kiprianou 
will urge the Prime Minister to continue Britain's efforts to try to neutralise the uni- 
lateral declaration of independence. 


An objective of diplomacy now seems to be to keep the new state in isolation. So far 
only Turkey, among major countries has given recognition. Britain is in the forefront of 
moves at the U.N. to prevent widespread recognition. 


Since Cyprus was invaded by Turkish troops nine years ago, the northern part of the 
island has been under the control of the Turkish-Cypriot community. 


Sir Geoffrey tonight called in the Turkish ambassador Mr Rahmi OQumrukcuoglu, to tell him 
of Britain's “regret” at the Turkish decision to recognise the new state. A Foreign 
Office spokesman said: “The Foreign Secretary informed the ambassador of Britain's 
action in this matter, including our activities at the U.N. and expressed regret at the 
Turkish recognition.” 


A Greek minister, Agamemnon Koutsoygiorgas, who is in the Prime Minister's Office, flew 
into London tonight to meet Sir Geoffrey. He was accompanied by the Greek Ambassador 

Mr Nikos Kiriazidhis. Mr Koutsoygiorgas is understood to have indicated a general lack 
of Greek interest in Sir Geoffrey's plan to hold tri-partite consultations involving 
Britain, Greece and Turkey. These three countres are guarantors by treaty of Cypriot 
independence. Sir Geoffrey told MP's that under the terms of the treaty, he was seeking 
to arrange consultations. 


The Foreign Office said tonight: "We have now had initial replies from both Turkey and 
Greece to our proposals for consultations. We are awaiting considered replies.” 


SOVIET CRUISER SIGHTED OFF SCOTLAND 15 NOV 





PM161356 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 16 Nov 83 p 6 
[Unnamed “own naval correspondent" report: "Soviet Missile Cruiser Seen Off Scotland”) 


[Text] Russia's new 12,000-ton missile cruiser Slava, first of a class of at least four 
ships, was sighted yesterday off the north-west coast of Scotland and is believed to be 
on her way to the Mediterranean via Gibraitz’. She is in company with a Krivak class 


frigate. 


Built at Nikolayev in the Black Sea, the Slava is equipped with 16 SS-N 22 anti-ship 
missiles which have a range of at least 120 miles and can be fitted with nuclear or high 
explosive warheads. She also carries antiaircraft and anti-submarine missiles, four 


130mm guns and 30 mm "gatling"-type rapid-fire guns. 


The Slava and her escort left their base near Murmansk on Saturday. It is unclear 
whether they are to reinforce the Russian fleet in the Mediterranean or if she is going 


to refit at Nikolayev. 
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ROME PAPER INTERVIEWS HOWE ON GRENADA, EEC 





PM151419 Rome 1A REPUBBLICA in Italian 5 Now 83 p 13 


[Interview with British Foreign Secretary Ceoffrey Howe by Paolo Filo della Torre in 
London; date not given) 


[Excerpt] London, 4 November -- "My task is to safeguard Britain's interests,” the 
foreign secretary said, adding: “These interests may not always coincide with those of 
the United States, but it is wrong to fan the flames of anti-U.S. controversy following 
the Grenada incident.” Sir Geoffrey believes that, though significant, the Grenada 
incident must in no way weaken the Atlantic alliance. “Differences of interest between 
the U.S. and British stances are nothing new,” Howe stressed. For instance, at the time 
of the Wilson government, London sade a negative assessment of the U.S. intervention in 
Vietnam, but the major foundations of the Atlantic alliance remained intact. 


The foreign secretary stressed that Britain is also extraordinarily committed to the 
attempt to impart a new thrust to the East-West dialogue. British diplomacy is active 
in discussions with Moscow in the quest for an alleviation of tension. “London is 
willing to examine and to respond constructively to any signal from the Eastern Bloc 
pointing toward disarmament and peace,” the foreign secretary said. We asked Sir 
Geoffrey whether the cruise missiles’ deployment will not constitute a “red light,” a 
halt to the dialogue, especially following the Kremlin's harsh response and its threat 
to strengthen its own nuclear arsenal by deploying SS-20's in Eastern Europe. 


"We intend to keep our stakes on negotiations. The deployment program lasts 5 years. 
If the Russians give us a chance, we could suspend or even remove the missiles already 
deployed in the UK, starting at the end of this year." Sir Geoffrey believes that this 
policy of steadfastness, but also willingness to negotiate, is the one most likely to 
succeed. 


Nevertheless, the British foreign secretary believes that not all the signs on the 
international horizon are negative. Another development is the convergence among the 
EC countries. Sir Geoffrey considers this phenomenon decidedly positive, and perceives 
it especially in the field of political cooperation. 


Question: What are you expecting from the coming Athens summit? 


Answer: We consider that meeting to be of prime importance. It is a matter of 
imparting a new thrust to the EC, adapting its structures and the functioning of its 
bodies so as to be able to ensure the best and most equitable use of its resources. 
I believe that in Stuttgart there was an identification of the paths that should be 
pursued -~- rules for EEC financing, the budget, agricultural policy reform, the 
containment of spending, enlargement to include other countries. 


Question: Do you believe that Europe can play a roie in reducing international 
tension? 


Answer: Some European nations such as Britain, Italy, France, and the FRC are actively 
involved in pursuing stabilization and asserting their weight in East-West balances. 


In Lebanon, Britain is involved with Italy and France in the multinational force to 
create the conditions for a reconciliation among the various factions and to be able 
to guarantee a stable and independent government for that troubled country. 
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In the East-West dialogue, the main Zuropean nations have contributed to the 
continuation of the negotiations both with bilateral initiatives and by speaking out 
within NATO. The negotiations for the reduction of the two blocs’ nuclear arsenals 
can progress if the West displays steadfastness and if the Warsaw Pact nations’ 
superiority in armaments is resolutely reduced. This is why the deployment of the 
Pershing and cruise missiles in Britain, Cermany, and Italy cannot be postponed 
without a reduction in Soviet nuclear arms. 


Question: Many believe that Britain and France should offer their nuclear deterrent 
as a bargaining chip in the East-West negotiations. 


Answer: The current Geneva negotiation concerns intermediate missiles. Our nuclear 
deterrent, like France's, is strategic. The two kinds of weapons cannot be counted 
together. Discussions on our deterrent could only take place at a later stage, 
following the success of the INF talks and once the USSR and the U.S. nuclear arsenals 
have been drastically reduced. This stance is identical both for France and the UK. 


Question: Do you not think that after the Crenada lesson it would be appropriate to 
limit the Americans’ decisionmaking power over the use of the missiles which are about 


to be deployed in Europe? 


Answer: We think that the existing agreements on the use of the American nuclear 
weapons in this country, which date back more than 20 years and have boen regarded as 
satisfactory by Conservative and Labor governments, are still valid. Our country's 
missiles cannot be launched without an agreement between the U.S. President and the 
British prime minister. 


Question: With regard to Lebanon, have you been urged to withdraw the small British 
contingent or to increase it? 


Ansver: Britain will maintain its present force alongside the Italian, French, and 
U.S. forces, but of course we hope that it will be possible to withdraw those troops. 
If the current negotiations in Geneva bring about an agreement, the Lebanese Government 
ought to be capable of ensuring a return to normality itself. There have been no 
requests from the Americans for us to increase our contingent. When I met with 

Shultz in Paris together with the Italian and French foreign ministers, nobody asked 
me to provide more British troops for Lebanon. 


Sir Scoon's Proposal 


Question: Sir Paul Scoon, governor general of Grenada, has asked the Commonwealth 
countries to take part in a peace-keeping force now that the Americans are withdrawing. 
What will the British response be? 


Answer: I discussed the proposal at length with the Commonwealth secretary general. We 
are very willing to cooperate with the other Commonwealth nations to restore normality 
in Grenada and provide aid to the civilian administration that will govern the island. 
The details and conditions of our commitment will be announced in the near future. 


Question: What is your opinion of Italian foreign policy? 


Ansver: In Rome I was impressed by the consistency and firmness with which your 
government intends to honor its commitments with regard to both the deployment of the 
missiles and the maintenance of the multinational force in Lebanon. In addition, I 
would like to highlight the favorable progress of economic relations between the two 
countries, the expansion of trade, and the execution of projects, especially in the 
aeronautical sector. 
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MORE REACTION 7 Uj T UR KISH CO YPRIOT DECI ARATI ON 
Cabinet Meeting; Kip«ianou Speech 
NC161226 Nicosia Domestic Service in Creek 1130 CMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] This morning President Kiprianou chaired another meeting of the Council of 

Ministers and studied the latest Cyprus developments following the decision of the so- 
called Turkish Cypriot Parliament to declare an independent Turkish Cypriot state. At 
noon President Kiprianow had a joint meeting with the party leaders or representatives. 


The president of the Republic again declared that the fait accompli promoted by Ankara 
and Denktas will never be accepted, and he gave the assurance that we will abandon 
neither the struggle for the freedom of all of Cyprus nor the struggle for the restora- 
tion of the people's inalienable rights. 


President Kiprianow addressed a gathering of thousands of students shortly before noon 
in the yard of the presidential palace where a huge protest march, which began at 
Elevtheria Square in Nicosia and passed through Nicosia’s main streets, wound up. 


In his address, after reiterating that all efforts are being exerted -- efforts which 
are dictated by the national interest -- he stressed the need for calm. It is not per- 
missible to allow anything to happen that may serve as an excuse for any enemy of Cyprus 
to start other actions against the country and the people. Mr Kiprianou also said that 
neither panic nor defeatism should be allowed to prevail. He stressed: Right at this 
moment prudence, calm, determination, and -- above all -- unity of all the people are 
needed. At this moment, he said, whoever undermines the Cypriot people's unity for 
whatever excuse, is serving Ankara’s illegitimate designs. 


In conclusion, President Kiprianou warmly congratulated the students for their patriotissa 
and devotion to the ideals for which the Cypriot people are struggling, and will continue 
to struggle, until lasting peace, freedom, and justice in this country predominate. 


The students handed the president a message of support stressing that the Cypriot 
youth will remain united in order to face the difficult position in which Cyprus finds 


itself following the declaration of a Turkish Cypriot state in the occupied part of the 
island. 


Kiprianou Message to World Leaders 


NC161904 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1730 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] In a message to all heads of state and government, President |. © »w invites 
them to assist the Republic of Cyprus at both the United Nations and forums by 
demanding that the Turkish Government take all effective measures so . »  wtralize 
all of the usurpers’ authority and to immediately end the illegal Turkish iot 


regime in the Turkish occupied area of Cyprus. The message stresses that tne so-called 
declaration of independence and the secession by the so-called Turkish Republic of 
Northern Cyprus constitute international aggression -- direct and indirect -- against 
the territorial integrity, sovereignty, and unity of the Republic of Cyprus, a violation 
of its borders, and an intervention in its internal affairs. This action, the message 
concludes, constitutes a serious threat to international peace and security and creates 
a very explosive situation throughout the eastern Mediterranean. 
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Holds News Conference 16 Nov 
NC1602014 Nicosia Domestic Service in Creek 1800 CYT 16 New 83 


[News conference granted by President Spiros Kipr' «, at the presidential palace in 
Nicosia on 16 November; questioners not identif ‘oc -- recorded | 


[Text] [Kiprianou] I shall leave for Athens later this evening for talks with the 
Greek Government, anc then I shall leave for London for talks with the British 
Government. I will then go to New York, to basically hold talks with the UN secretary 
general. As is well known, every effort has been made at the international level, on 
our and the Greek Covernment’s part, and on the part of other governments, to have this 
Turkish Cypriot and Turkish Covernment act condemned. Strong efforts are being made 

to create the prerequisites that would compel Turkey to cencel this act. Both we and 
the Greek Covernment have resorted to the Security Council. The British Government 

has also resorted to the Security Council and has announced its intention for consulta- 
tions in accordance with the Treaty of Cuarantee. 


We are in contact with the British and all governments. That which has happened in 
Cyprus is not serely a deception of the Cypriot people, but a deception of an inter- 
national scale, because all indications and assurances that we had from all governments 
— without exception — vere that they had been assured by the Turkish side that 

such an act would not take plece. I also want to say that international public opinion, 
according to all indications, has indeed been shaken by this act. This act is not only 
one that violates the UN resolutions; UN Charter; Helsinki Final Act, and all declara- 
tions on freedom, justice, the conduct of relations among states, and respect for 
states’ integrity and sovereignty; this act by the Turkish side constitutes a provoca- 
tion against humanity, and if the international community will now allow this act to 
proceed and consolidate itself, then it means that humanity has decided to accept 
faites accomplis through invasions throughout the world. There is a huge responsibility 
on all groups exercising influence internationally. 


I reiterate on leaving Cyprus that I hope that my stay abroad will be short, but that 
it will be as long as is necessary to make the efforts that should be made, in addition 
to what has already been done. What I reiterate is the need for equanimity and unity. 
The opportunity must not be given to anyone to use against Cyprus, through erroneous 
acts, ganic, lack of equanimity, or anything of a similar nature nor must the impression 
be given in any way that it is possible for us to accept the fait accomplis. 


This is what I had to declare today. Futhermore, I already made a statement last 
evening. I would like to thank you for coming today, and unfortunately I regret 
the time at my disposal is not very long. 


[Question] Mr President, the efforts for the reversal of this fait accompli may possibly 
be accompanied by specific proposals for the solution of the Cyprus issue, either from 
the guarantor powers or from the United Nations. Is the government prepared to deal 
with such an eventuality’ 


[Kiprianou] We are prepared to examine and deal with any possibility. Of course one 
cannot reply to speculation. What is most important now is the condemnation and the 
efforts for the reversal of what has happened. 


[Question] You spoke of a concrete form of action. Can you tell us what you have in mind. 
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[Kiprianou) The concrete form of action I have in mind is consulting with other govern- 
ments, and we are in consultation with various governments, primsrily the Greek Covern- 
ment. We are also in consultation with the British Covernmment in its capacity as a 
guarantor power, and also as a very important Commonwealth country. As I saiz, we are 
also in comtect with other governments. As is vell-known, various steps have already 
been taken in the international field. All these are concrete steps, but we are also 
consulting om further concrete steps within the Security Cowncil and other contexts. 


[Question] Do you foresee any circumstances under which force might be used to reunite 
the island if diplomatic efforts fail? 


[Kiprianow] This is something that is in the hands of the Security Council. This is 
also something that in owr view is not the answer. What is the answer? The answer is 
taking effective steps — effective peaceful steps -- to change what has happened, and 
I will remind vou that effective steps were taken in the case of the former Shodesia. 


[Owestion] Will you see Mre Thatcher in London, given the fact that Denktas is going 
there too’ 


[Kiprianowu) My intention is to ask for a meeting with Mrs Thatcher. I have already 
done so. Of course, my visit there has nothing to do with the fact that Denktas is also 
going there. 


[Question] De you intend to submit your own draft resolution to the Security Council or 
will you support the British draft resolution? 


[Kiprianow) As you know, the draft resolution that has already been submitted by the 
British Government is the subject of intensive consultations. We have our views on the 
draft, which we will express at the proper time. The foreign minister should be arriv- 
ing in New York at this time. It is really not a question whose draft it is; it is a 
question of having a draft that will satisfy our claims and demands. 


[Question] Mr President, do you perceive any conditions or prerequisites being created 
for a dowble emosis with the unilateral declaration of the Turkish Cypriot state? 


'‘Kiprianow) What I can categorically state is that we oppose double enosis and any form 
of partition. 


[Question] What developments have made your trip necessary? 


{Kiprianow] Firet of all, to be honest, I had this in mind but I had not conclusively 
decided. To be honest, after the telephone contacts I had with the Creek prime minister, 
Mre Thatcher, and the UN secretary general, and in view of the serious consultations 
taking place at thie level, I decided that it is much more useful than to visit Athens, 
London, and New York than staying in Cyprus. 


[Question] Mr President, do you think that there currently are political forces in 
Cyprus that may possibly support a continuation of the talks under any pretext, such as 
the need for detente and so on? If there are such political forces, to you share the 
view of political figures in Cyprus that the support of such positions would be disas- 
trows for the course of owr national issue?’ 


[Kiprianow] I cannot speak on anyone's behalf. I can only speak on behalf of the 
government and myself. What I can categorically reiterate is that there can be no act 
by us which either directly or indirectly will mean recognition of the completely inad- 
missible and illegal situation that has been created. 
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Leaves for Athens, London, NY 
NC161739 Ni sia Domestic Service in Greek 1730 GMT 16 Nov 8&3 


[Text] President Kiprianou left for Athens, London, and New York for contacts on the 
latest developments following the declaration of an independent Turkish Cypriot state. 
In Athens, Mr Kiprianou will have talks with Prime Minister Papandreou and may meet with 
Hellenic Rerublic President Faramanlis. From Athens, he will leave tomorrow evening for 
New York via London. 


Spokesman on Latest Developments 
NC161458 Nicosia Domestic Service in Creek 1400 GMT 16 Nov 63 


[Text] The government spokesman stated to journalists that during his visit to Athens, 
President Kiprianou will have talks with Prime Minister Papandreou and he may also meet 
with President Karamanlis. President Kiprianou will leave Athens for New York tomorrow 
evening via London. 


AKEL Secretary General L. Vapatoannou, DISI Chairman Kliridhis, Soctalist EDEK Party 
Chairman Lissaridhis, and Galanos, DIKO's parliamentary spokesman, will also leave for 
New York today to assist foreign Minister lakovou in his task. The government sporesman 
stated that the visit of party leaders or representatives to New York constitutes proof 
of the Cypriot people's unity and determination to seek the condemnation and reversal 
of the Turkish Cypriots’ arbitrary decision through international organizations. 


This morning, President Kiprianou received UN special envoy Gobbi, who conveyed some 
ideas to him on the Cyprus issue that Perez de Cuellar was considering prior to the 
declaration of a state by the Turkish Cypriots. Gobbi conveyed the same ideas to 
Turkish Cypriot leader Denktas yesterday, whom he met after the Turkish Cypriots’ 
arbitrary decision to declare an independent state. 


Asked whether the UN secretary general's efforts for a summit meeting are continuing, 
the government spokesman reiterated that it is illogical to talk of such a meeting fol- 
lowing the Turkish Cypriots’ illegal action. Answering another question, the spokesman 
said the Cypriot Government will seek the condemnation and reversal of the Turkish 
Cypriots’ decision at the Security Council, without ruling out the inclusion in the 
resolution of practical measures and sanctions against Turkey. 


Asked of the British proposal for a conference of the guarantor powers -- Britain, 
Greece, and Turkey — the spokesman said this proposal concerns Greece and Turkey. He 
added: We are in touch over this issue with the Greek Government, to which we convey 
our views. Answering another question, the spokesman said the Cypriot Government has 
not reached the point of denouncing the Treaty of Guarantee. Asked whether the Cypriot 
Government is pleased with the Greek Government's reaction and actions, the spokesman 
replied in the affirmative. 


Asked whether President Kiprianouw will meet President Reagan during his visit to the 
United States, the government spokesman sald nothing has been planned. 


Asked to comment on international reaction to the Turkish Cypriot’s action, the spokes- 
man said it fully condemns the Turkish Cypriots’ arbitrariness, which, as he stressed, 
is tantamount to a challenge to the International community. 
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India Expresses Shock 
NC161455 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1130 GYT 16 Nov 43 


[Text] The Indian High Commission in Nicosia today released the full text of an Indian 
(ovetnm@nt statement on the unilateral proclamation of an independent Turrish Cvoriot 
state. 


The Indian Government, the statement states, received the information on the unilateral 
proclamation of independence of the Turkish-held portion of the Republic of Cyprus by 
the so-called Turkish Cypriot Parliament with shock and deep concern. It condemns this 
act, which constitutes a violation of the Nonaligned Declaration and of the resolutions 
of the UN General Assembly on the Cyprus problen. 


The indian Government, the statement adds, supports a continuation of the intercormunal 
talks which are the only way to discovery of a permament and (satisfactory) solution to 
the Cyprus problem. It is in touch with other nonaligned states regarding this unfor- 
tunate development. 


The Indian prime minister, the statement concludes, is in personal touch with President 
Kiprianou. 


Mexican, Swiss Envoys’ Support 
NC171007 Nicosta Television Service in Greek 1430 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] The new Mexican and Swiss ambassadors to Cyprus have denounced the declaration of 
a Turkish Cypriot state and expressed their countries’ support for the Republic of 
Cyprus. The two ambassadors presented their credentials today to President Kiprianou. 
New “Mexico Ambassador Kau] Valdes Aguilar was the first to present his credentials. 


Presenting his credentials, Valdes Aguilar stressed that he had received instructions 
from his government to exoress shock over and strongly disavow the unilateral action of 
declaring a Turkish Cypriot state. He added: This action, if implemented, will have 
negative repercussions, The Mexican ambassador expressed his country’s hope that ways 
will be found to overcome this new situation and to implement the mechanism which, 
through the personal initiative of the UN secretary general, aims at a solution through 
negotiations. He also said that strict adherence to the most significant principles of 
international relations -- such as noninterference, peaceful solution of disputes, and 
the ban on threatening to use or use force against the independence of any state -- have 
always been the basis for the close bilateral relations between Cyprus and Mexico. 


In his reply, President Kiprianow expressed particular gratitude over what the Mexican 
ambassador said on the illegal Turkish Cypriot and Jurkish Government actions. President 
Kiprianouw stressed that we will not abandon the struggle until we achieve full indepen- 
dence, withdrawal of the occupation troops, and restoration of all human rights and 
freedoms to all the citizens of Cyprus. He said: We will not stop unless Cyprus is 
reunited. Regarding bilateral relations, President Kiprianow said that despite the 
geographical difference, Cyprus and Mexico have common ties and principles and that 
there is enough ground for their further improvement. 
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The ceremony on the presentation of credentiais was attended by Interior and 
Minister Veniamin, who is acting foreign minister; Under Secretary to the President 
Stavrou, and Chief of Protocol Yeoryiadhis. 


Later, new Swiss Ambassador Pierre-Yves Simonin also presented his credentials to the 
Republic's president. Presenting his credentials, the Swiss ambassador said that the 
Swiss Government recognizes only one state -- the Republic of Cyprus, which is legally 
represented by President Kiprianou. We added: It is with pleasure that | stress this 
fact today in the difficult circumstances through which Cyprus is once again passing. 
The Swiss ambassador wished for reason and justice to prevail so that lasting concord 
and peace may at last prevail in Cyprus. He also said that Cypriot-Swiss relations have 
always been friendly, and because their foundation is firm, have been encouragingly 
improving through the years. The Swiss ambassador went on: The traditional ties of 
friendship binding our two countries are based on the mutual respect for democracy and 
for freedoms of the individual. 


In his reply, President Kiprianou expressed gratitude over the definite statement of 
recognition of the Republic of Cyprus. The Republic's president said that the declar- 
ation of the Turkish Cypriot state was made in collusion with the Turkish Government. 
He also expressed the hope that the international community will continue and intensify 
its efforts for Cyprus. President Kiprianou added that it is well known that we in 
Cyprus have great respect for Switzerland and its people. The Republic's president 
concluded: I am certain that the friendly relations and cooperation existing between 


the two countries constitute a sound foundation for their further development and 
improvement, 


FIGHTERS EN ROUTE TO GREECE REFUELED AT LARNACA 





NC161417 Nicosia CYPRUS MAIL in English 16 Nov 83 p 1 


[Text] Fifteen F005 fighters [as published) of the Greek Air Force stopped over yester- 
day noon at Larnaca Airport for refueling in transit to Greece from Jordan. The fight- 
ers, made in the United States, were bought by Greece from Jordan. 


Although their landing on the island was made known to the authorities four days ago, 
however, confusion existed among residents of the town as far as the fighters’ origin 
was concerned, especially after yesterday's declaration of an “independent state” by the 
Turkish Cypriot leadership. 


The fighters landed under strict secrecy. The first fighter landed at 1100 and the 
last one took off for Greece at 1550. 


Due to the number of fighters, three Middle East Airlines, MEA, civil aircraft stationed 
at the airport because of the Lebanese crisis, were directed to Paphos Airport in order 
to make room for the Greek aircraft. Scheduled flights were delayed. 





MORE TURKISH CYPRIOT REACTION, MANEUVERINGS 





Denktas Warns of Attack 
NC161611 Nicosia GUNAYDIN (KIBRIS) in Turkish 15 Nov 83 p 4 


[Text] Early this morning, Rauf Denktas, Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC) 
president, replied to various questions we put to him. Asked “Are the Greek Cypriots 
likely to attack us afterthe declaration of the TRNC?" Denktas said: “The Greek 
Cypriot side has been continually preparing to attack us. 
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The resolutions they procured in International meetings, and particularly the 13 May 
resolution, sare it legitimate for them to attack us. Therefore, they will attack us 
when the tim yes, and will furnich those resolutions to the world to justify their 
attack. FVapandreou vreepse telling the world that Cyprus is occupied Creek territory. 

(m the other hand, the Greek Cypriot leadership, is waging an aggressive propaganda war 
to the effect that Cyprus* borders end at the shores of Vyrenia. Since they are going 
to use this decision we have taken as a pretext for attacking us, we should realize that 
they are going to use this as a pretext, and we should be prepared to show to the world 
that they are determined and that It is thelr policy to attack us. Let us act in unity 
and solidarity and remain absolutely loyal to motherland Turkey. Had we not taken this 
step, our setherland would have had to face greater dangers in the future in its efforts 
to save us from certain extermination.” 


Referring to the Greek Cypriot threats to cut the electricity supply to the Turr‘tsh 
Cypriot side, Denktas sald: “The power stations belong to both communities. If they 
decide to deprive us of electricity because we have not acceded to their political 
aspirations, we would certainly leave them without electricity and provide our own 
electricity. Feudaliem is no longer valid in Cyprus.” 


Cabinet, Cagatay “eet 
TAL7O9LS (Clandestine) Sayrak Radio In Turkish to Cyprus 9900 GMT 17 Nov 83 


[Text] Mustafa Cagatay, prime minister of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus 
[TRNC], has sald that the UN Security Council is obliged to take into consideration to 
authority lovested by the Turkish Cypriot people in the parliament to declare the TRNC. 


The TRENC Counctl of Ministers met this morning unger Cagatay to make 4 new assessment of the 
situation. In a statement to domestic and forelgn press offictals following the meet- 
ing, Cagatay sald: Our Parliament decided to establish the TRNC on 15 November 1983. 
The entire Turkish Cypriot people endorsed the decision made by our administration to 
establish such «a republic. The UN Security Counct! ia obliged to take this reality into 


consideration. 
World Recognition Sought 
TAL61608 (Clandestine) Sayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1530 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] Prime Minister “Mustafa Cagatay has called on the Greek Cypriot administration, 
ill the Ielemtc countries, and the world's countries to recognize the Turkish Republic 
of Northern Cyprus [TRNC]. 


The TRNC Council of Minteters held tts first meeting under Cagatay today. At the meet- 
ing, which lasted for over 3 hours, Minister of Foreign Affairs and Defense Kenan Atakol 
briefed the Counct! of “Ministers on the wrong reaction of the Greek Cypriot side to the 
declaration of the TRNC, developments in other countries, and the discussion of the 
issue by the UN Security Council. In a statement he issued through the Prime Ministry's 
Vreas Office after the Council of Miniaters meeting, Cagatay recalled that it was the 
furkieh Cypriot side that had made sacrifices and exerted efforts to secure peace in 
Cyprus, and added: As a matter of fact, the peace currently reigning in Cyprus should 
be attributed to the sacrifices of the Turkish Cypriot people, its understanding despite 
all provocations, and ‘ts coolheadedness. The decision by the Turkish Cypriot people 
to establish a republic with ite own representatives by exercising its right to self- 
determination is in no way provocative nor does it disrupt peace. It is not an action 
calling for a reaction by the Greek Cypriots, and especially by certain countries which 
claim to be safeguaring justice and human rights tn the world. 
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Every UN member-state which defends human rights and claims to safeguard them should -- 
in view of the realities in Cyprus -- realize that we have made tnis decision in a bid 
to create a federal and independent Cyprus and should accept this with respect. Cagatay 
continued: What we expect from the Security Council and the world is for them not to 
adopt a stand which will make it more difficult to solve the Cyprus problem and not to 
make the UN secretary general's job more difficult. Our republic should be recognized 
so that the peace (’created) in Cyprus no longer constitutes a problem from the view- 
point of both the Greek “ypriots and world peace. I particularly call on the Greek 
Cypriot administration, all the Islamic countries, and all the world's countries to 
recognize the TRNC. Meanwhile, I consider it an honorable duty to reiterate our grati- 
tude to the motherland, Turkey, which has recognized the TRNC, for all the financial and 
moral support it has extended to us. 


Party Leader on Independence 
TA161745 (Ciandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 153 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] In a statement issued today, Turkish Cypriot Unity Party leader Baki Topaloglu 
said that his party genuinely supported the declaration of the Turkish Republic of 
Northern Cyprus. The statement added that the party will be at the side of President 
Raul Denktas in overcoming all future difficulties. 


islamic Offictal's Message 
TA161743 (Clandestine) SBayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1530 GMT 15 Nov 83 


[Text] In a message he sent to President Rauf Denktas, secretary general of the World 
Islamic Congress (Inamullah Vhan) sald that he had called on all member-states to recog- 
nize the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus. In his message, the secretary general 
warmly congratulated the president on the declaration of independence and expressed his 
hopes and prayers for the new republic to live in peace, prosperity, and security, and 
pointed out that messages have been sent to member-countries calling for the recognition 
of the new republic. Noting the ominous signs which have appeared in connection with 
the declaration of independence, the message expressed the belief that no harm will come 
to the new republic with God's help. The message ends with the following greeting: May 
God save you, your fighters, and the new republic. 
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Kiprianou Arrives in Athens 
NC 162015 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] Cypriot President Spiros Kiprianou arrived in Athens this afternoon and has 
already begun consultations in connection with the developments of the Cyprus issue. 
After his arrival, Kiprianou made statements to Greek and foreign journalists. Among 
other things, the Cypriot president stressed that the reaction to the activities by 
both the Greek and Cypriot Governments to date have been positive, while there is 

a general international outcry against the declaration of the so-called Turkish 
Cypriot state. 


Kiprianouw described Denktas’ action as a flagrant violation of the UN principles and 
resolutions, and as contempt for the international community. In concluston, the Cypriot 
president stressed that the efforts for the condemnation of Turkey and the reversal of 
everything effected will continued in cooperation with the Greek Government. 


Makes Statement 
NC162153 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 2100 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Excerpts] President Kiprianou has gone to Ahhens for talks on the latest developments 
following the declaration of an independent Turkish Cypriot state. 


In a statement to the press on arrival in Athens, President Kiprianou said that an even 
greater coordination of future moves will be made during the talks in Athens, both in 
light of the discussions at the Security Council and of our various other contacts. 
President Kiprianou said that from the viewpoint of international activity, both on 
our part and the Greek government's part, everything possible is being done as 
dictated by the national interest. So far reactions to the various demarches that have 
been made and to our efforts internationally in general have been very positive: A 
general condemnation of the Turkish action and a call by almost all countries for the 
cancellation of this act. 


President Kiprianou stressed that this action will never be accepted by us, nor shall 
we take any action that directly or indirectly would mean recognition of this illegal 
action. President Kipranou said he had no doubt that the Turkish Government knew 

everything in advance, and it concerns an action that had been well planned long ago. 


This is the time, he added, for the international community and for all the groups 
comprising it to make the final decision for the reversal of what has happened at the 
expense of Cyprus and the Cypriot people. It is inconveivable, he went on to say, 

for this to be taking place unpunished at the end of this century. We shall not cease 
our activities, he stressed, but we shall continue them in all directions so that 
Turkey and the illegal regime of its representatives in Cyprus may be condemned, and 
so that what has happened may be abolished, canceled, and reversed. 


In reply to a question as to whether he is prepared to meet with Denktas, President 
Kiprianou said Denktas must first abandon the idea that he is the president of a s#o- 
called independent state. 
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I do not think that there is now any reason for me to meet with him. I am not prepared 
to do anything that directly or indirectly may give the impression that I am recognizing 
him. Furthermore, in reply to another question, he said Denktas has no right to appear 
before the Security Council because he would appear as the leader of an illegal state. 


In reply to a question as to whether the imposition of sanctions would be demanded, 
President Kiprianou said the issue of sanctions is the subject of consultations at this 
time. 


In conclusion, President Kiprianou mentioned that he will have contacts with the U.S. 
Government while in the United States. However, he added, no special meetings have been 
planned. 


Dialogue With Turkey Suspended 
NC161814 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1600 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] The strong diplomatic activity by the Greek Government is being escalated, and 
an international outcry is spreading for the reversal of the arbitrary and illegal 
declaration of occupied Cyprus as an independent state. While Turkish President General 
Evren promises full support to the Turkish Cypriots, the Creek Foreign Ministry has 
announced that the recognition by Turkey of Denktas’ pseudostate, as well as the method 
followed, are so unacceptable that unless they are reversed it is not possible to have a 
dialogue with Ankara on any issue. 


Tripartite Talks Rejected 
NC161913 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1900 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] Government Spokesman Dhimitris Maroudhas, who was asked by political editors 
whether Greece accepts the British proposal for tripartite consultations among the 
guarantor powers -- Greece, Britain, and Turkey — made the following statement: 


Consultations at the same table are impossible; this does not mean that we reject the 
British proposal altogether. We agree to have consultations with Britain, and later, if 
it so desires, it can have consultations with Turkey. 


Maroudhas also stated that the Greek Government has and will continue to struggle by ali 
means and in every way for the condemnation of Denktas’ state and of those behind hin, 
for the reversal of the action, and for the rejection of the fait accomplis by the 
santernational community. At the same time, Maroudhas pointed out, the unanimity of all 
the Greek people and political circles in the face of the provocation. 


UN Delegate's Statement 
NC161332 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1230 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] Mikhalis Dhoundas, Greek permanent delegate to the United Nations, replying to a 
question on the latest Cyprus developments, stated: The Greek Government is in con- 
tinual contact and closely cooperating with the Cyprus Government, and are jointly eva- 
luating the situation created by the illegal declaration of the so-called Turkish Cypriot 
Cypriot state. 


At the same time, they are jointiy acting for the protection of the sovereignty, terri- 
torial integrity, and unity of the Republic of Cyprus. Also, independentiy from the 
British Government, the Greek Government requested a UN Security Council meeting. The 
same was done by the Cyprus Government. 


Dhoundas also underlined that all countries condemn the illegal Turkish Cypriot act and 
that none of them are prepared to recognize the arbitrary declaration of a pseudo-Turkish 
Cypriot state. 
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Papandreou, U.S. Envoy Meet 
NC162244 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 2200 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] This evening Prime Minister Papandreou had a 20-minute private talk with U.S. 
Ambassador to Athens Monteagle Stearns, who visited the prime minister at his initiative. 
After the meeting, both Papandreou and Stearns stated that they had reviewed the Cyprus 
issue and had exchanged views on the latest developments. 


Papandreou Briefs Party Leaders 
NC161852 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1800 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou briefed New Democracy Vice Chairman Papakon- 
standinou and KKE Secretary General Florakis on the latest Cypriot developments this 
evening. Deputy Foreign Affairs Minister Yiannis Kapsis is briefing representatives of 
parties not represented in the chamber on the same issue. 


Immediately after being briefed by Prime Minister Papandreou, New Democracy Vice Chairman 
Papakonstandinou made the following statement: We wholeheartedly support every govern- 
ment effort in behalf of the national interest. 


East Bloc Envoys Summoned 
NC161022 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1000 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] This morning Deputy Foreign Minister loannis Kapsis summoned to the Foreign 
Ministry the ambassadors of the Soviet Union, Poland, the GDR, Bulgaria, Romania, 
Hungary, and the CSSR and (?asked for) the official position of their governments on the 
arbitrary declaration of a Turkish Cypriot state. Mr Kapsis also made relevant represen- 
tations to Great Britain and the United States. 


Bangladesh Severance Decision Explained 
NC170717 Nicosia I SIMERINI in Greek 17 Nov 83 p 14 


[Text] Athens, 16 Nov (Athens New Agency) — In view of various foreign news agency 
reports that Bangladesh has not as yet recognized Denktas' pseudo-state, a Greek 
Foreign Ministry spokesman has stated that the Greek Government has proceeded with 
severing its diplomatic relations with Bangladesh following an official announcement in 
this connection made by the Bangladesh Embassy in Ankara to the Greek Embassy there. 


Increased Armed Forces Alert 


NC161616 Athens AKROPOLIS in Greek 16 Nov 83 p 1 


[Text] The Armed Forces, particularly those stationed on the islands, have been put on 
increased alert since midday yesterday. 


Developments are being continuously watched at the Pentagon [Greek Armed Forces Head- 
quarters], while the Operations Room of the National Defense General Staff is in con- 
stant touch with the Greek Army contingent in Cyprus at Nicosia. According to reports, 
Air Force units in particular are on advanced alert. 


Rumors that circulated about a mobilization are unfounded. The reports that emergency 
measures have been taken are also incorrect. 
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Sources have stressed that our country is always in a state of defense readiness, and 
therefore there is no need to take emergency measures. 


Finally, a National Defense Ministry source denied reports that all leaves of officers 
had been canceled. 


Navy Reserve Mobilization 
WC161140 Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 15 Nov 83 p 2 


[Text] The Naval General Staff has announced that in the next few days a surprise 
mobilization exercise will be held with the call-up of a limited number of reservists. 
The purpose of the exercise is to test the mobilization plans under conditions of sur- 
prise. Similar exercises are conducted every year within the framework of testing the 
readiness of reservists to report for duty. 


PAPANDREOU MESSAGE ON POLYTECHNIC UPRISING DAY 





NC161630 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1600 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] In a message on the anniversary of the polytechnic uprising, Prime Minister 
Papandreow stresses that we mark the heroic anniversary that unites the people, parti- 
cularly on this day, when the drama of our Cypriot brothers is reaching its peak as a 
resuit of the illegal and shameful provocation of declaring the Cypriot territories a 
so-called separate state. The prime minister stresses that the highest tribute to those 
who faced the iron-clad fascist hordes is the promise that the struggle handed down to us 
will be firmly waged so that we may achieve our aspirations. 


U.S. Embassy March Planned 
NC161001 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 0500 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Excerpts] Observances of the anniversary of the polytechnic uprising continued yester- 
day with the participation of thousands of people throughout the country. Observances 
will culminate tomorrow afternoon with a great mass gathering, to be followed by a march 
to the U.S. Embassy. Yesterday, Prime Minister Papandreou gave a reception at the Grand 
Bretagne Hotel in honor of 150 foreign personalities who have come to Athens to attend 
the observances. 


KAPSIS ON MISSILE DEPLOYMENT TIES TO U.S. 





PM162052 [Editorial Report] Rome L'UNITA in Italian on 13 November carries on page 11 
a 1,500-word Arturo Barioli interview with Greek Deputy Foreign Minister Yannis Kapsis 
on the Euromissiles issue. Kapsis reasserts the Greek proposal of a 6-month postpone- 
ment of deployment of cruise and Pershing missiles in West Europe, which he says “would 
create no serious strategic problems for the Atlantic alliance and could lead to a re- 
sumption of the detente process.” He claims that “encouraging progress has been made in 
preliminary talks” with Bulgaria on a possible nuclear-free Balkan zone. He concludes 
that “to free our country from its long dependence on the United States, it will be 
necessary, with great realiem and a great desire for peace, to build an independent and 
multidimensional foreign policy, improve our Armed Forces, and initiate an independent 
economic development. 
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PAPOULIAS, DELEGATION RETURN FROM IRAQ 





§NC111709 Athens ATHENS NEWS in English 11 Now 83 p 4 


[Text] The Greek diplomatic delegation which had been officially visiting Iraq 
arrived back in Athens yesterday. 


The delegation, headed by Foreign Under Secretary Karolos Papoulias, had talks with 
the Iraqi vice president and the foreign minister on the Middle East situation and 
the Iraq-Iran war. 


Talks were also held on economic cooperation and construction. Iraq is an important client 
for many Greek construction companies. 


PAPANDREOU'S STAND ON MISSILES QUESTIONED 





§C141830 Athens I KATHIMERINI in Greek 13-14 Nov 83 p 9 
[Editorial “The Right Target”) 


[Excerpts] If he wants to, and if his socialist visions permit him, it is very 
likely that Papandreow will be returning from Sofia much wiser than on his arrival 
there over the matter of European peace and a missile-free Balkans. This is possible 
becuse after talking with a faithful member of the Warsaw Pact — The Bulgarian head 
of state -- he must have been informed about two things: First, that when Moscow 
comes out against the Pershing-I!I missiles, it does so not because they surmount the 
existing balance of firepower between the two camps, but because they change the 
expected advantage of launching a first strike to the disadvantage of receiving a 
first strike. Second, if Moscow decided to deploy the $S-20's on its allies’ territory, 
it will do so because they -- its allies — will receive the first strike, and not 
the Soviet Union! 


Zhivkov cannot conceal these two truths from Papandreou. Whether Zhivkov and 
Papandreow like it or not, these two truths will be the “presupposition” on which all 
discussions on the missile-free Balkans will be based, because a Bulgarian refusal to 
accept Soviet missiles on its territory would mean Bulgaria's refusal to remain a 
Warsaw Pact member. This is an unthinkable outcome! Consequently, the missile-free 
Balkans is a goal that can be cultivated if you are a NATO member but not if you are a 
Warsaw Pact member! 


Therefore, forcing the West European countries to abandon the deployment of U.S. 
"Euromissiles” in order to avoid the consequences of “reprisals” by the Soviet Union — 
as Papandreowu argues together with the peace movements led by Soviet global policy -- 
is very clearly not the right approach toward peace and disarmament. Such an approach 
would be correct if the SS-20's were defensive instead of offensive weapons. Then the 
policy against the installation of the Pershing-I!I and cruise missiles — which are 
also offensive weapons -- would have meant recognition of the right of “socialism” to 
defend iteelf instead, as things stand today, of recognition of its “right” to have 
aggressive superiority! 


The best approach toward removing the danger of a nuclear war from Europe — a war 
that will most certainly develop into a world war — is to convince the Russians that 
the people of Western Europe not only do not have the slightest intention of attacking 
Eastern Burope, but that they also refuse ta even agree with anyone who believes that 
the existence of a different system could be the reason for a war to destroy it. 
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Consequently, an aggressive organization aimed at the West European peoples does not have 
the slightest justification. It is only justified by Soviet global policy, which 
continues to be guided by the duty of wiping out capitalism, even by war. As long as 
this “principle” survives, then the hopes for a missile-free Balkans and Europe and 
for peace and disarmament are definitely doomed! Will Papandreou continue to support 
such a principle? 


DAILY REPORTS ‘TENSE’ RELATIONS WITH FRC 








NCLLI915 Athens I KATHIMERINI in Greek 11 Nov 83 p 1 


[Excerpts] Greek-FRC relations suddenly became tense yesterday, barely 15 days prior 

to the Papandreou-Kohl meeting on matters related to the EEC summit conference 

scheduled to convene in Athens in early December. The tension in the two countries’ 
relations, which is likely to cast its shadow on the summit conference, was not caused 
by a difference over a major issue, but by an extremely serious diplomatic error — with 
political undertones — by the Greek side. The parliamentary delegation under I. 
Alevras, Greek Chamber of Deputies president, which visited West Berlin refused to 

visit “the wall of shame,” and this was deeply felt by the German public, as can be 

seen from relevant reports currently inundating the FRC press. 


These reactions of German public opinion and the FRC Government's strong displeasure 
were expressed to the Greek Government by FRO Foreign Minister Genscher, who is 
currently in Athens for the special EEC Council session. We requested a private 
meeting with Foreign Minister I. Kharalambopoulos, which was held last night. 
According to press agency reports, Genscher strongly protested the Greek delegation's 
refusal to visit the wall separating the German people into two separate states. 


According to the same reports, Genscher also touched upon a second issue, which for 
some time now has had an adverse effect on relations between the two countries. This 
is the judicial aid agreement initialed by Greece and the GDA. Despite periodic 
explanations by the Greek Government — that it will not extradite political refugees 
to the GDR --the FRC Government maintains its concern, which is often rekindled by the 
Greek Government's frequent anti-Western outbreaks. 


Always according to the same reports, in respect of the visit to “the wall of shame,” 
Kharalambopoulos replied that: 


1. The visit had not been included in the official program of the Greek parliamentary 
delegation. 


2. The Greek Government does not accept recommendations from anyone about the 
conduct of its foreign policy. 


An official Greek Government statement said that the delegation under Alevras 
represented a broad spectrum of the Greek people. This part of the statement was 
interpreted by circles of the official opposition as high-handed, to say the least, 
if it was meant to insinuate that the delegation also represented New Democracy. It 
was also observed that despite the delegation’s refusal to visit the wall, New 
Democracy Deputy N. Gelestathis, who was a member of this delegation, did visit “the 
wall of shame.” 
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EDEK-PASOK COMMUNIQUE ISSUED IN ATHENS 





NC102228 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 2100 GMT 10 Now 83 


[Text] A communique released at the end of the EDEK-PASOK delegations talks in Athens 
states that the two parties reaffirmed their support of the Perez de Cuellar initiative 
to promote a just solution of the Cyprus issue. The communique stresses that a solution 
cannot be found outside the UN principles and resolutions and vithout the withdrawal 

of the Turkish occupation troops. The communique further denounces the Turkish 
intransigence and provocativeness in finding a solution to the Cyprus problem. It 

also charges the Turkish side with dragging owt the inter-communal talks to freeze the 
faites accomplis and with enforcing them on the Greek side. It also describes the Turkish 
proposal for a Kiprianou-Dentkas meeting as a diversion aimed at diverting the Perez 

de Guellar initiative. 


Both parties welcomed the Greek Government's firm political alignment with the 
struggling Cypriot people and the solidarity of the Greek people, which constitutes 
the mainstay of the Cypriot Greeks in the struggle for survival they are waging, the 
communique adds. Both parties also expressed their solidarity with the Palestinian 
people and their support for Palestinian leader Yasir ‘Arafat. Both parties are also 
against the deployment of new missiles in Europe. 


PASOK STATEMENT ON MEETING WITH ISRAELI UNIONIST 
NCLI1145 Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 10 Nov 83 p 14 





[Text] A meeting between representatives of PASOK and the Party of Israel Workers 

[as published] was held in Athens vesterday. However, it does not seem likely that 

there will be a further meeting, the PASOK representative told his interlocutor, because 
it is the party’s firm principle not to maintain relations with parties that support 
Israel's expansionist policy. In this connection, the following statement has been 
issued by the PASOK press bureau: 


"A representative of the Party of the United Workers of Israel — passing through Athens 
on his way back to Tel Aviv from the French Socialist Party Congress in Paris — has 
met, at his request, with representatives of the PASOK International Relations Committee 
to brief them — as he put it — on his party's positions. 


“at the meeting, the PASOK International Relations Committee's representative made it 
clear to him that the PASOK position is firm and remains unwaveringly attached to the 
principle of not maintaining relations with parties that suppert Israel's expansionist 
policy and do not recognize the Palestinian people's right to acquire their own 
homeland.” 


Further Meeting Reported 
NC1L1057 Athens ATHENS NEWS in English 10 Now 83 p 3 


[Text] Greek and Israeli Socialists exchanged views for the first time on Tuesday in a 
meeting at the Foreign Ministry that was kept under wraps by Prime Minister Andreas 
Papandreou’s pro-Arab Socialist government. 


"We talked mostly about the Middle East and the Palestinian problem. It was a very 
warm, cordial meeting and we agreed to continue contacts,” Dr. Avraham Rozinkier, 
international secretary of the small opposition United Workers’ Party (MAPAM) said 
in an interview on Wednesday. 
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Rozinkier said three senior officials from Papandreou’s ruling Panhellenic Socialist 
Movement (PASOK) listened with “interest end understanding” as he outlined MAPA 
policies, but made no coment when he raised the issue of Creek-Israeli diplomatic 
links. 


The Socialist government has resisted pressure to grant full diplomatic recogni tion 
to Isreel during its term as EEC president and spokesman for the second Salf «f 1983. 
Greece has “de facto” relations with Israel at present. 


Ierael is expected to keep lobbying in the European forum for diplomatic relations to be 
upgraded with Greece, the only EEC member which does not accord Israel full recognition. 


The European Parliament will raise the issue with Greek Foreign Minister loannis 
haralambopoulos in Strasbourg next week at the request of the Ieraseli Parliament, Creek 
conservative Eurodeputy Leonidhas Bournias said. 


Y s I 
NC161014 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 15 Nov 83 p 1 


[Text}) According to reliable information, the government now considers the activities 
at the U.S. bases as suspicious, particularly the zeal with which the Americans have 
made so obvious and sensational the “vigilance” measures that have been adopted to 
protect the bases “from terrorist attacks.” Particularly disturbing is the fact that 
the Americans, through “vigilance” measures or reports about imminent terrorist 
attacks, are promoting a climate of wnrest, instability, and anticipated acts of 
violence. 


All these measures, in combination with the recent particularly intensive activities 
of the U.S. secret agencies in our country, es well as in combination with recent 
instructions to the competent NATO and U.S. agencies for “effective handling” of peace 
movements and anti-Americaniem, cause fears of possible preparations for a large-scale 
provocation with Greece as the recipient of it. 


U.S. Military Activities Feared 
NC161435 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 15 Now 83 p 2 
{from the “Radical” Column: “State Within a State...”] 


[Text] The triumphmongering over the ratification of the U.S. bases agreement — which 
allegedly safeguards the country's national security and sovereignty -- has not subsided 
as yet, and the Americans have once again shown how they mean to implement the agreement 
in letter and spirit. Without even informing the government, they have introduced 
military reinforcements, fortified their embassy, and placed their bases on a estate of 
military alert! This is absolute high-handedness reminiscent of other times when, as 
Mr Papandreow stated recently, the country was 4 U.5. protectorate. It has become 
crystal clear that after the agreement, the bases continue to constitute «a state within 
a state. However, what has the government done in the face of this harsh violation of 
Greek sovereignty? it has merely been content with pointing owt that the “security 
measures” at the base and the embassy were deemed necessary by the U.S. authorities 
following the explosion at the Marine command in Lebanon. in other words, the right 

is given to the United States to “adopt measures” when it judges that ite bases “are 

in danger!” Of course, this is a very dangerous concept which can be used by the U.S. 
imperialists as a pretext for open intervention in Greece's internal affaires with the 
excuse that the U.S. interests are allegedly in danger! Waen't something similar said 
when Reagan tried to justify the criminal invasion in Grenada’? This is another 
confirmation of how serious the danger is from the presence of the bases, and that 
removal of the imperialist hotbeds from Greece is the only way for the country to rid 
Ateelf of the eword of Damocles dangling over ite head. 
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MORE ON MANEUVERINGS IN RESPONSE TO CYPRUS ACTION 





Government Endorses UK Proposal 
TA171010 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 17 Now 63 


{Text} Turkey has accepted the call by Britain for a meeting of the guarantor countries 
of Cyprus. in 4 statement in connection with the subject, Foreign Ministry spokesaan 
Ambassador Nazmi Akiman said that it would be more reasonable for Britain to aske such 

a call, as envisaged in the guarantee agreements, before making any official statement 
and restoring to the UN Security Cowncil. Akiman said that Turkey, in a bid to stress 
the importance of the guarantee agreement, has notified Britain of its readiness to 
participate in such consultations. 


Denktas Stopover in Istanbul 
TAL61634 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 16 Now 83 


[Text] Rauf Denktas, president of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC], has 
eaid that if the resolution to be adopted by the UN Security Council om the recent 
developments in Cyprus is just and realistic, it will contribute to peace. Denktas 
left for New York to attend tomorrow's UN Security Council meeting called to discuss 
the isewe. Denktas made a stopover in Istanbul on his way to New York. 


In 4 statement at Yesilkoy Airport, Denktas replied to Greek Cypriot claims to the 
effect that the island had been divided into two with the declaration of the republic. 
Denktas said: It is the Greek Cypriot administration that had divided Cyprus, which is 
based on two peoples; denied the existence of one of the two peoples, namely, the 
Turkish Cypriot people; tried to annihilate the Turkish Cypriot people for the last 

20 years; has denied the Turkish Cypriot people's rights to partnership and equality as 
a co-founder on which the republic was based; has systematically launched inhuman 
attacks for the last 20 years; and has imposed an economic embargo. 


Noting that the Turkish Cypriots are always ready to talk with the Greek Cypriots, 
Denktas said that they did not intend to weurp anyone's rights. Stating that the Greek 
Cypriot side is continuously violating human rights in Cyprus, Denktas added that the 
Greek Cypriots are backed by a Greek prime minister who claims that Cyprus is Greek 
territory. Denktas recalled that Turkey has always adopted a stand in favor of 
negotiations and peace in order to safeguard the independence of Cyprus based on two 
peoples. Noting that they constituted the side that prevented the destruction of 
Cyprus’ independence, Denktas said: They are the ones who want to destroy ihis 
independence in the future by trying to own the entire islard. 


Noting that if the resolution to be adopted by the UN Security Council is just and 
realistic it will contribute to peace, Denktas added: The foundation for peace will be 
laid by recognizing we, our people's equality and right to self{-determination, and our 
existence. A stand denying our existence and equality, and recognizing the Greek 
Cypriots as the legal administration or government of Cyprus, cannot bring peace and 
conciliation to the country. 


Spokesman on U.S. Aid 
TAL6155}) Ankara ANATOLIA in Turkish 1537 GMT 16 Now 83 


[Text] Ankara, 16 Now — Foreign Ministry spokesman ‘azmi Akiman has said that 
U.S. aid to Turkey should not be linked to the Cyprus incident. 
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In response to a question by an ANATOLIA correspondent, Aviman said: oS. aid i 

tor Turkey and the Cyprus issue are completely different issues. That is why U.S. a! 
to Turkey should not be linked to the Cyprus incident. We hope that the Adnuini 
tration will not be affected by this incident when determining the extent of ald to! 
given Turkey. 


Replying to a question on the proclamation of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus 
{TRNC] and the meeting of the UN Security Council, Akiman said: The declaration of 
independence in Cyprus does not directly affect Turkey. As you know, the Counci! will 


meet today and TRNC President Rauf Denktas has already left for the United States 

order to participate. It is out of the question for a senior Turkish official to attend 
the meeting. Turkey cannot participate in the meeting since it is not a member of the 
Security Council. However, in case the need arises and an invitation is extended, then 
our permanent UN representative Ambassador Osmal Olcay can attend the meeting in a bid 
to present our views. 


Ersin Sends Congratulations 
TA1L61452 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1400 GMT 16 Nov 8&3 


[Text] Chief of the General Staff General Nurettin Ersin has sent a congratulators 
message to the president of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC], Rauf Denktas. 
In his message Ersin said: Our Turkish Cypriot kinsmen, who tried to continue their 
existence for years under every kind of dangerand threat, and who were subjected to 
inhuman behavior, oppression, and tyranny, have shown exemplary patience in waiting for 
their counterparts to exhibit understanding toward a just, peaceful, and lasting solution 
even after having attained their freedom and security with the 1974 peace operation. 
Noting that the Greek Cypriot administration insistently avoided a oeaceful solution, 
Ersin said that the Turkish Cypriot community was forced to declare its independence 
based on its right to self-determination. 


Border Forces on Alert 
4C162036 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 2015 GMT 16 Nov 83 


[Text] Military sources in Istanbul have stated that Turkey has put its Armed Forces 
along the Maritsa River on alert. According to the same sources, Turkish forces along 

the borders with Greece are automatically put on alert when there is a crisis with 

Greece. In addition, the commander of the Ist Army Corps, General (Ozdurun), has begun 
since yesterday an inspection of the military forces in the Maritsa River region. 
Officials have stated that yesterday the general inspected the Ist Army Corps lleadquarters 
at Edirne and continued today by inspecting border posts along the Maritsa River. 


Bangladesh Envoy on Independence 
TA162015 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1930 GMT 16 Now 4&3 


[Statement by Bangladesh Ambassador to Ankara Mahbubul Haq to ANATOLIA on the declaration 
of independence by the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus on 16 Nov in Ankara! 


[Text] Bangladesh is one of several countries that has continuously supported the 
Turkish Cypriot people. We voted in favor of the Turkish Cypriots in the latest UN 
vote. It is only natural that we should recognize the independence of the Turkish 
Cypriots whom we have supported in the past. Every independent country is free t 
adopt a stand compatible with its own interests. We also made the necessary decision 
as an independent country. 
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at e, t thes Mus’ i= countries to maze a Cecision in this vein. Cyprus is 
tec in a ver ritical region. Lebanon has been in chaos for a long time. The 
reservation of — al peace anc stability is to the benefit of everyone. We hope for 


we, for our own sake, and the sake of other countries that the Turkish Republic 


f Northere rus solves problems as soon as possible within the framework of equality. 
ed that the lurzish Cypriots have exerted efforts for a long period to 
ittain a just anc peaceful solution anc thus this decision became inevitable. 
Z lL a — “* * ~~s Ld TE » POPULIST! PARTY LEADER 





61437 Anvare Domesti service in Turkish 1600 GMT 16 Nov #43 


lext Motherland Party leacer Turgut Ozal called om Populist Party leader Necdet Calp 

ement, Ozal said that the purpose of his visit was to congratulate 

lp ions and to discuss certain issues connected with the first session 

f the Grand “atiomal Assembly. Responding to a question, Ozal said that the proposal 
f Prime Minister Bulent Ulusu to the post of speaker of the 

iscussec after the first session is held. In a statement, Calp 

opiness at Ozal’s visit. 


WD NAVY SUBMARINE, OTRKER SHIPS LAUNCHED 








» Domesti vervice in Turkish 1600 GMT 16 Nov 83 


: suburtlu, an oceanography ship; Akar, a logistic support ship; and 
joganay, the second submarine to be built in Turkey, were launched today with a 
eremony at the Golcuk military docks. The reels of a 4,000-ton floating dock were 


tre same ceremony. 
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